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INDICTING A CORPORATION AFTER CRIM- 
INAL DIRECTORS ARE OUT OF OFFICE. 





We observe that a lengthy circumstantial 
news item has appeared in the Associated 
Press dispatches to the effect that the gov- 
ernment has encountered a legal problem 
of great difficulty in its prosecution of the 
American Sugar Refining Company. 

This supposedly vexed question rests up- 
on the fact, that all of the officials who 
made of this corporation an alleged crim- 
inal being dead or displaced and, the pres- 
ent management law-abiding, to punish the 
corporation will be to punish its sharehold- 
ers, 

This editor contributed to this journal an 
article in 71 Cent. L. J. 421, in which he 
urged that it was illogical in principle, im- 
politic in law, whether judge-made or statu- 
tory, confusing in morals and unjust, that 
corporations should be held, by imputability, 
for crime. We scarcely hoped, that ere the 
proof sheets of what was said in that ar- 
ticle were dry, it would be heralded over 
the land that there was. a question of in- 
herent justice in the prosecution of one of 
the great trusts for any one of the rea- 
sons advanced by our coatributor. 

While, if a corporation is indictable for 
crime, the death of an agent or agents, who 
made it such, should present no legal diffi- 
culty to any one, we take it, that the real 
difficulty in the mind of the law officers 
of the government is whether, at bottom, 
there is any imputability of crime to a cor- 
poration at all, despite what the federal 


supreme court held in the case of N. Y.,° 


etc., R. Co. v. United States, 212 U. S. 
481, referred to by our contributor in the 
above article. 

In the Sugar case there seems presented 
a sort of “proof charge,” as Lord Macau- 
lay once designated the extreme test of a 
doctrine, whether, in principle, outside of 
nonfeasance or misfeasance in nuisance, a 





corporation is punishable, like an individual, 
for crime in the commission of what is 
directly prohibited by statute. 

The facts, which in the Sugar Case pre- 
sent the extreme test, are alleged to be that 
formerly, the corporation, through its offi- 
cers, was implicated in persistent violation 
of the revenue statutes of the government ; 
that some old officials are dead and the suc- 
cessors of all of them--the present man- 
agement—are not violating the law. It is 
said, if the sins of the old regime are pun- 
ished, the penalty falls upon the sharehold- 
ers, the real owners of the corporation. 

As to these shareholders it is said they 
“are generally trustees, executors, admin- 
istrators, guardians of orphans, banks, trust 
companies, mortgage and investment com- 
panies, churches, Roman Catholic religious 
orders, hospitals, domestic and foreign mis- 
sionary societies, schools, colleges, homes 
for the aged, asylums, libraries, lodges, 
atheneums, Young Men’s Christian Asso- 
ciations and other charitable associations. 
In addition to this remarkable list appear 
the names of 9,870 women who have pur- 
chased stock as an investment.” 

So the proposition stands that the doc- 
trine of imputable crime, in effect, brings 
it about that in criminality there is “in one 
red burial blent,” not only every kind of 
agency of charity, civilization and religion, 
but also individuals of every age and sex 
from the cradle to the grave, or—taking the 
other alternative—their property is pro- 
posed to be taken from them without due 
process of law. 

More than that, the former alternative 
brings into relief every judicial order, that 
has authorized the investment: of trust 
money in stock out of which a criminal toll 
is sought to be taken, and what may come 
by inheritance, donation or bequest carries 
with it loss and a possible stigma upon a 
beneficiary. Here, indeed, seems an array 
of consequences which, separately and col- 
lectively, challenge the enlightenment of our 
jurisprudence. 

We can conceive, that if the guilty offi- 
cials of a corporation have been pouring 
into its coffers and distributing in divi- 
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dends moneys, of which the government 
revenue has been defrauded, they ought to 
be traced and no ear-marks should be re- 
And it 
would be in accordance with justice and 
legal principle, that a suit for restitution 
should proceed against any corporation 
without making those who had been paid 
such illegal money, parties. It may also 


quired for the granting of relief. 


be true that some penalty akin to instances: 


like double or treble damages, recovered in 
a civil proceeding, would not be opposed 
to just exaction. 

To do even these things, however, spe- 
cific provision is required and that there be 
a closely limited period of time within which 
remedies should be invoked, because courts 
in authorizing investments, and the gen- 
eral public in investing, in what is in effect, 
negotiable securities in open market, ought 
to be entitled, at least, as against the state 
or government, tec rely on an appearance 
which has been permitted to continue. 

But when for guilty acts of officials in- 
nocent shareholders are mulcted a hundred 
or a thousand-fold, this has as small a mod- 
icum of justice in it as in any system of 
legal procedure may, even with microscopic 
eye, be discerned. 

It must be, that because of the inherent 
injustice of corporate criminality standing 
in all of its nakedness before a case such as 
that of the Sugar case, there is supposed to 
be some legal difficulty in prosecuting it, 
but, in fact, there is no legal difference be- 
tween the prosecution of this corporation 
and any other. We are merely confronted 
with facts, which argue a reductio ad absur- 
dum. 

We see in addition, how, in our inconsid- 
erate adoption of means towards a desired 
end, we not only confuse, if not in the 
legal at least in the popular mind, the 
principle upon. which our right to punish 
actual culprits depends, but we swing the 
pendulum from prejudice against, over to 
undeserving bias in favor of, corporations. 
It is a part of the game of the great male- 
factors, whose achievenients in finance are 
but schemes ‘to wrest from conservatism 





and honest endeavor legitimate tolls, to 
muddy the waters. while the scuttle fish es- 
cape. 

Truly, if guilty officials shall have their 
sins visited upon the orphan and the widow, 
and upon charity, benevolence and religion, 
do we realize, in the virtual conviction of 
shareholders of a corporation whose char- 
ter has been abused, that: 

“The evil which men do lives after them; 
The good is oft interred with their bones.” 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS 


CRIMINAL LAW—COMMUNICATION BY 
HUSBAND TO WIFE REVEALED BY AGENT 
ENTRUSTED WITH ITS DELIVERY.—The 
Supreme Court of Michigan by a recent de- 
cision very greatly extended -a ruling upon 
which we commented in disapproval in 70 
Cent. L. J. 75. While the court in its later 
decision speaks of the two cases presenting 
identical questions, to our mind this is 
far otherwise than the fact. This later case 
showed that accused was in jail for a petty of- 
fense and the jailer suspecting him of a rec. 
murder admitted a supposed friend to his cell 
for the ostensible purpose of cutting his hair. 
This party suggested to the prisoner that, if 
he wished to write to his wife, he would con- 
vey a letter to her. Relying on this the pris- 
oner wrote a letter, which caused his indict- 
ment for murder and was used on his trial as 
a confession, it never having been delivered 
to the wife. People v. Dunnigan, 128 N. W. 
180. The former case decided that, where a 
wife wrote to her husband, the letter lost by 
him was upon being found admissible in evi- 
dence against her claim for loss against a fire 
insurance company. In that case it was held 
that where the communication “has without 
collusion or voluntary disclosure, escaped the 
voluntary control of the parties communicat- 
ing or the custody or control of their agents 
or representatives it is not privileged.” 

The later case is certainly not covered, very 
accurately at least, by this language. There 
was no “escape” from the control of either the 
husband or his agent, unless betrayal of a 
trust constitutes escape. To allow this let- 
ter in evidence is on a par for one to conceal 
his presence from one or both of married 
persons and then disclose what he overheard. 
The party who secured the custody of this 
letter was precisely in the position of an 
eavesdropper, and we do not believe the law 
would allow an eavesdropper to defeat the 
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privilege of confidential disclosure by husband 
to wife or vice versa. 

In the former Michigan case the communi- 
cation had been made. In the latter it was 
being made. In the one no artifice or fraud 
was resorted to; in the latter this was the 
sole means of knowledge being obtained. 
These communications are made privileged so 
as to enable the marital parties to communi- 
cate freely with each other. 

The case we referred to in 70 Cent. L. J. 75, 
has since been reported in 159 Mich. 187 and 
24 L. R. A. (N. S.) 802, where are to be found 
numerous cases cited. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS—GOOD BE- 
HAVIOR BOND FOR VIOLATION OF LOCAL 
OPTION LAWS.—The practical effect of a 
statute patterned somewhat after habitual 
criminal legislation is seen in the case of Al- 
len v. Commonwealth, 151 S. W. 7, decided by 
Kentucky Court of Appeals, 

That case shows that one Allen had been 
indicted in several cases for selling whisky in 
violation of a local option statute and convict- 
ed and fined in five of them, at different terms 
of court. Appearing at a later term to answer 
other indictments, he signified his desire to 
cease such violation and his willingness to 
give a good behavior bond as provided by 
statute, the state agreeing that the remaining 
cases would not be prosecuted, while his good 
behavior continued. 

He was sued upon this bond, the petition al- 
leging violation after bond was executed, but 
not that the principal had been convicted 
therefor. A demurrer upon this ground was 
interposed and overruled, and defendants 
standing upon their demurrer, judgment was 
entered for $1,000, the full penalty of the 
bond. This decision was sustained. 

The statute is brief and merely provides, 
that: “On the second or any subsequent con- 
viction for a violation of said act, or any of 
its amendments, the court shall require the 
defendant to execute bond in the sum of two 
hundred dollars to be of good behavior for the 
period of twelve months. The court may, in 
its discretion, increase the amount of the bond, 
and if the bond is not given, the defendant 
shall be committed to the county jail for a 
period not exceeding ninety days, to be fixed 
by the court.” 

The interesting question here decided is that 
the violation, which is to be the predicate of 
recovery on the bond, need not be established 
by a criminal conviction, but may be shown 
by other competent evidence in the case, and 
presumably by a preponderance of evidence. 
Sec. 71 Cent. L. J. 408. 





In 71 Cent. L. J. 109, we submitted some 
observations upon the subject of “Increased 
Penalty Legislation for Corporations and Their 
Officials,” claiming more particularly that the 
latter should be dealt with ‘after the manner 
of habitual criminals, and we alluded to this 
local option statute of Kentucky for the secur- 
ing of gdod behavior. This recent Kentucky 
case assists, we think, towards showing the 
practical value of our suggestions. We may 
further add, that we can conceive of no more 
apt direction for a “good behavior” statute 
than its application to “the joy-riding” of au- 
tomobilists who are habitual terrors to general 
users of our highways. If we could not abate 
joy riding in this way, we could, at least, reap 
a splendid revenue, which might appropriately 
be devoted to improvement of highways. 


INSURANCE—INFERENCE FROM RE- 
FUSAL TO PERMIT A POST-MORTEM EX- 
AMINATION.—The Supreme Judicial Court of 
Massachusetts seems to us to have gone a 
great way in permitting an insurance com- 
pany to manufacture evidence in its behalf. 
Lee v. Prudential Life Ins. Co., 92 N. EB. 709. 

Tne facts in that case show that an insur- 
ance company proposed to the beneficiary that, 
if it were permitted to disinter the body of 
the assured, it would abandon its defense and 
pay plaintiff's claim without delay, if upon 
examination “it should appear that the de- 
ceased was in good physical condition, or if 
it should not be definitely determined that 
he was not in good physical condition and 
was not in a consumptive state,’ with a re- 
quest that the defendant’s attorney might be 
present with physicians representing the com- 
pany and a suggestion that two physicians 
for the claimant and two for the company 
might be present. 

The court said: 

“Under these circumstances, the defendant’s 
written request should have been admitted 
in evidence. It was a request to the plain- 
tiff to consent to an examination which 
might afford what could be found to be the 
best evidence upon the main issue in con- 
troversy. It was accompanied by the defend- 
ant’s promise to risk its defense entirely up- 
on the evidence thus to be obtained, without 
any suggestion that the plaintiff should be 
bound thereby. She chose to decline the 
offer without intimating any other reason 
therefor than her knowledge of the conditions 
attached to the proposed disinterment. It wags 
the right of the defendant to show the jury 
what those conditions were, and to have it 
determined whether any and what weight 
should be given to them, and whether the 
plaintiff’s refusal did not result solely or 
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chiefly from a desire on her part to keep | bloody froth and died within 30 minutes of 
from the jury what might be, not only the | petitioner’s arrival at the house. 


best, but decisive evidence upon the issue be- 
fore them.” 

The court also-held that in the language 
of defendant’s requested instruction the jury 
“were entitled to draw an adverse inference 
as to the condition of health of the insured 
on the date of the delivery of the policy from 
the refusal of the plaintiff to permit a post 
mortem examination of the body.” 

The court further said: “There was here an 
absolute refusal to allow any examination, 
not merely a personal objection to a particular 
physician.” 

Here it appears to us was a prejudice aris- 
ing out of the exercise of a right which no 
one had the right to challenge. The defend- 
ant’s offer resembled an offer of compromise 
and plaintiff had the right to reject it without 
evidence thereof being competent on the trial. 

But further than that, the court should have 
taken judicial notice of the fact that remains 
of a husband or relative, are considered sacred 
and that it is harrowing to the mind of a sur- 
viving wife that they should be disturbed or 
placed upon an operating table for anatomical 
purposes. Shall a widow be compelled to urge 
her objection and possibly have it disregarded 
as fanciful or pretended? And if an insur- 
ance company wishes the right to make post 
mortem examinations should it not reserve it 


in its policies? Possibly it might consider 
such a clause would derogate from popularity 
of its contracts, but, if for such reasons it 


was not embraced, it ought to be deemed waiv- 
ed. 





CRIMINAL LAW—DEATH FROM FRIGHT 
CAUSED BY AN UNLAWFUL ACT.—The 
Supreme Court of Idaho discusses very inter- 
estingly the question whether death caused to 
a bystander by fright from an unlawful assault 
made upon another is indictable as man- 
slaughter. Ex parte Heigho, 110 Pac. 1029. 

The facts of that case show that the peti- 
tioner in habeas corpus was held to await a 
charge of manslaughter upon evidence, which 
showed that he went to the residence of one 
Barton with a pistol in his holster. He rang 
the door bell and upon Barton appearing his 
mother-in-law exclaimed, “Oh, he has a gun.” 
After a little conversation about Barton cir- 
culating some derogatory reports about peti- 
tioner, the latter knocked him down. Then 
Barton advanced on petitioner, striking him a 
couple of blows and they clinched. Barton’s 
wife separated the two and ordered petitioner 
to leave the premises. Her mother was at 
the door crying and saying, “He will kill you” 
or “He has a gun.” She began spitting a 





Petitioner was charged with manslaughter 
in causing death by terror and fright while 
engaged in the commission of an unlawful 
act not amounting to a felony. The statute of 
that state defines involuntary manslaughter to 
be “in the commission of an unlawful act not 
amounting to felony,” etc. 

There seem ‘to be but few authorities upon 
‘the question of death caused by fright as sub- 
jecting the author of the fright to criminal 
prosecution and those prior to 1776 relate 
only to the direct victim of conduct inducing 
the frignt. In East’s Pleas of the Crown it 
was said: “Working upon the fancy of anoth- 
er or treating him harshly or unkindly, by 
which he dies of grief or fear, is not such a 
killing as the law takes notice of.” See also 
Hale, P. C. 425-429. In modern times, however, 
this rule was greatly relaxed by most of the 
English courts, it being held that an accused 
was properly convicted of manslaughter whose 
conduct toward his wife caused her death from 
shock to her nervous system. Reg. v. Munton, 
3 F. & F. 492. 

A case more nearly resembling the Idaho 
case was that of Reg. v. Towers, 12 Cox’s Cr. 
C. 530 decided in 1874, where defendant struck 
a 12 year old girl who was holding a small 
child. The child became so frightened that 
it went into convulsions and died. Justice 
Denham said he would “leave it to the jury 
to say whether the death of the child was 
caused by the unlawful act of the prisoner, or 
whether it was not so indirect as to be in 
the nature of an accident.” The judge re- 
marked upon the child not being a rational 
agent and being “so connected with the girl 
that an injury to the girl became almost in 
itself an injury to the child.” Then the court 
argues in respect to intimidation and threats 
directed at one whose death is caused by 
fright. 

The Idaho court then speaks of Cox v. People, 
80 N. Y. 500,as being the only case decided in 
this country involving homicide from fright. 
That case shows that defendant assaulted and 
bound deceased and it was supposed she died 
from fright. Exception was taken to an in- 
struction that “if deceased died from fright 
and if the fright was caused by the violence 
of the prisoner, he is as responsible, and can 
be as properly convicted under this indict- 
ment for murder in the first degree as if the 
immediate result of his act was suffocation.” 
The conviction ,was sustained. This case is 
not over close to the Idaho case. 

It would seem to us, upon the whole, that, 
however it may be recognized that death may 
be caused in the way charged in the Idaho 
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case, yet statutory language of the kind em- 
ployed in the Idaho statute should not be con- 
strued to embrace this result, and it would 
therefore be an interpolation by the court to 
make it do so. The principle in favorem vitae 
et libertatis ought to have some force. The 
common law seems against any other conclu- 
sion and we do not know of any defensible 
theory authorizing American courts to carry 
into statutory words of ambiguous import any 
meaning not referable to the common law. 
Our courts are not instituted to build up a 
jurisprudence according to the supposed needs 
of our age, but they are organized to admin- 
ister a written law and its terms are to be 
construed, when doubtful, by the standard 
we inherited from our English ancestors. 

It may well be thought that our statute law 
is somewhat defective, and that it should 
provide for such an offense as was committed. 
It ought to be provided that consequences like 
that ensuing should be within the _ rea- 
sonable contemplation of the unlawful act. A 
man’s home is his castle and when sucn 
offenses as arson or assault there 
are made, an injury or death to any one law- 
fully therein, as a result of such offense, 
should be within an aggressor’s intent, but 
courts are to construe law and not enact it. 


burglary, 








THE FORCE AND EFFECT OF THE 
THIRTEENTH AMENDMENT TO 
THE CONSTITUTION OF THE 
UNITED STATES, WHEN CONSID- 
ERED IN REFERENCE TO THE 
TREATY MADE IN 1803 BETWEEN 
FRANCE AND THE UNITED 
STATES, RESPECTING THE CES- 
SION OF THE TERRITORY OF 
LOUISIANA, AND THE FORCE 
AND EFFECT OF SUCH AMEND- 
MENT CONSIDERED APART FROM 
SUCH TREATY. 


This paper presents for consideration, 
first, the character and quality of the treaty 
made in 1803 between France and_ the 
United States; second, the validity of the 
3th Amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States, and its force and effect on 
such treaty. Art. VI, of the Constitution 
of the United States makes provision that 
this Constitution and the laws of the United 
States, made in pursuance thereof, and 





treaties made and which shall be made un- 
der the authority of the United States, shall 
be the supreme law of the land; and the 
judges in every state shall be bound thereby, 
etc. 

Touching on the binding force and su- 
premacy of treaties, Chancellor Kent in the 
first volume of his Commentaries, lays it 
down that a treaty is the highest civil au- 
thority in the world, higher than any con- 
stitution. Now, when the United States 
acquired the territory of Louisiana from 
France, in the treaty of cession made with 
that Power, it was expressly stipulated in 
Art. III thereof, that “The citizens of this 
territory shall be protected in the rights of 
their persons, property, and the religion 
which they profess.” So that, according to 
the high authority quoted, the 13th Amend- 
ment aforesaid, even were it adopted, had 
no force or effect on those negroes and 
their descendants, who lived within the 
boundaries of that territory, when such 
treaty was made. 

This conclusion calls for a discussion sof 
the validity of the 13th Amend. in all that 
portion of the United States outside of the 
boundaries of the territory aforesaid. If 
it be said that there could be no such 
thing as property in negroes, the ready reply 
is that they had been dealt with and treated 
as property, bought and sold, manumitted, 
taxed, devised, bequeathed, partitioned and 
sold by judgments and decrees of the 
courts in most of the states of the original 
thirteen, for generations before the Con- 
stitution was adopted. 

In Boston, as shown by old files of news- 
papers, the fad was to advertise negroes for 
sale at sixpence per pound, and sell them 
at public auction. Negroes are the only 
species of property specially singled out 
and given recognition and protection by 
the Constitution. This is made conspicu- 
ously prominent by Sect. 9 of Art. I of the 
Constitution: ‘The migration or importa- 
tion of such persons as any of the states 
now existing shail think proper to admit, 
shall not be prohibited by congress prior to 
the year 1808, but a tax or duty may be im- 
posed on such importation not exceeding 
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ten dollars for each person.” Massachu- 
setts, being then a large shipbuilder, as well 
as extensively engaged in the African slave 
trade, strenuously advocated the adoption 
of this section, which, though opposed by 
Georgia and another southern state, was 
adopted. 


Property is defined by Webster, as “the 
exclusive right of possessing, enjoying, and 
disposing of a thing ; ownership, title. Con- 
spicuity is given also, to this thought of 
property in negroes, by Sect. 2 of Art. IV 
of the Censtitution, which declares: ‘No 
person held to service or labor in one state 
under the laws thereof, escaping into an- 
other, shall in consequence of any law or 
regulation therein, be discharged from such 
service or labor, but shall be delivered upon 
claim of the party to whom such service 
or labor may be due.’ And it has been de- 
termined that slave contracts, which were 
legal when made, are not rendered invalid 
by the abolition of slavery, thus giving ju- 
dicial sanction to previous constitutional 
recognition. White v. Hart, 13 Wal. 646; 
Osborn y. Nicholson, 13 Wal. 654. 

Art. V of the Constitution gives the cap- 
sheaf of conclusiveness to this thought of 
special protection to that species of prop- 
erty, by providing “that no amendment 
which may be made prior to the year 1808 
shall affect the first and fourth clauses of 
the oth Sec. of Art. 1.” Thus copper-rivet- 
ting the prohibition on congress heretofore 
quoted, by even prohibiting any amendment 
from being adopted prior to the year 1808, 
which would allow congress to enact such 
prohibition of importation! On that particu- 
lar topic, the power of amending the Con- 
stitution was itself suspended for twenty 
years ! 

If property as defines Webster. is “the 
exclusive right of possessing, enjoying, and 
disposing of a thing,” it seems clear beyond 
question that such right was intended to 
be stricken down by the 13th Amend., and 
was stricken down thereby, if such amend- 
ment is valid. 


Before such amendment’s adoption, the 
owner of slaves like the centurion, could 


_amendatory process, 





say unto one, “Go and he goeth: and to 
another, Come and he cometh.” After such 
adoption, every insignia of property, as 
above defined, was taken away. Whatever 
takes away dominion over property, takes 
that property. How was this done? By 
a simple vote of the people, on a matter 
submitted to them by congress. If citi- 
zens may be deprived of their property ax 
was supposedly done by the 13th Amend 
ment, so also can they be deprived of their 
life, liberty and citizenship by a similar 
“Life, liberty and 
property” are grouped together in a single 
sentence in the Constitution and placed at 
the same valuation. Art. V, amendments. 
But it is to be greatly and gravely doubt- 
ed whether the mere vote of the people. 
whether of state or nation, that the prop- 
erty of the owners shall be taken from them 
is “due process of law,’ within the mean- 
ing of either the 5th or 14th Amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. It is 
further to be doubted whether under the 5th 
Amendment aforesaid, which has not been 
repealed, abrogated or at all impaired, a 
man can be deprived of his property even by 
the United States without due process of 
law, nor unless taken for public use and up- 
on just compensation ; neither of which feat 
ures entered as factors into the 13th Amend 
ment. If by that amendment the property 
in negroes has been destroyed, then this 
precedent marks the pathway and blazes 
the road for other and similar deprivatory 
amendments whereby other property may be 
taken from its owners, without trial, without 
adjudication, without due process of law, by 
the simple expedient of a vote of the peo- 
ple! Congress, as well as-the states, are for- 
bidden to pass Bills of Attainder, Constitu- 
tion, Art. I, Secs. g and 10. The 13th 
Amendment is, therefore, to all intents and 
purposes, a Bill of Attainder, which is de- 
fined to be a legislative act which inflicts 
punishment without judicial trial and in- 


clude “Bills of Pains and Penalties.” 
Any deprivation of an inalienable right 
whether of life, liberty or property 
falls under the ban of these constitu- 
tional provisions, 4 Wall. 277, 333: 
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Story on Const., Sec. 1344. It has been 
frequently stated by courts and law-writers 
by way of illustration, that a state cannot 
take one man’s property and give it to an- 
ther, yet a state is regarded as having 
more general powers of legislation than 
has the government of the United States, 
which is a government of strictly limited 
ind delegated powers, whose authority is 
limited and defined by the Constitution, 
ind what powers are not granted by that 
instrument, are reserved to the states or 
people. 92 U. S. 442; Arts. g and Io, 
\mends. to Const. If the state, with its 
general legislative powers cannot deprive 
a man of his property, can the United 
States, with its more limited and restricted 
powers of legislation, do. more? ‘There 
would certainly seem to be nothing in the 
Constitution of the United States which 
looks at all like the possession of such power 
as is professedly exercised by the 13th 
\mendment, especially so, when considered 
n connection with the 5th Amendment, 
which so carefully safeguards the personal 
and property rights of the citizen, and 
which amendment still remains intact. In 
other words, it is not believed that an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, though accomplished with 
and by all the prescribed formalities, pos- 
sesses any special quality attribute or pow- 


er of omnipotence, enabling it to overthrow 
ind defeat any of the precedent fundamen- 
tal provisions of that instrument, with or 
without making mention of them. In short, 
if the Constitution of the United States 
creates a government of delegated powers, 
whose authority is defined and limited by 
that instrument and all other powers are 
reserved to the states, or people, from 
vhence, then, proceeds the source of that 
power, which under the guise of amending 
that instrument, incontinently destroys its 
most sacred and fundamental provisions? 
Is it possible the word amendment has be- 
come the truculent synonym and ally of 
the word destruction? The government 
framed under our Constitution was created 
for the protection of “life, liberty and prop- 
erty.” This is the object and purpose of 





its creation. Anything proposed and 
adopted to the contrary of this; not ger- 
mane to such object and purpose, is there- 
fore, not an amendment; it is,—it is, a 
revolution! For instance, Sec. 4 of Art. 
IV’, Constitution of the United States, guar- 
antees “to every state of the Union a 
republican form of government.”’. And 
suppose, as extreme cases test 
rules, that congress submits to the peo- 
ple this amendment: “There is hereby 
established in the State of Rhode Island, 
in lieu of its republican form of govern- 
ment, (which is hereby abolished), a gov- 
ernment monarchial in form, in its stead; 
and if this amendment is adopted by the 
requisite majority of states, the president 
of the United States, within forty days 
after such adoption, shall appoint a king 
for such state, who, when appointed and 
qualified, shall have full power to call a 
parliament and organize a regal govern- 
ment in said state.’”’ Could such amend- 
ment, if adopted, be held valid? And yet, 
it would not be more at variance with Sect. 
4, of Art. IV, of the Constitution, than is 
the 13th Amenment at variance with the 5th 
Amendment aforesaid, prohibiting a man 
from being deprived of life, liberty or prop- 
erty without due process of law and from 
being deprived of his private property ex- 
cept for public use, and then only upon just 
compensation, These considerations thus 
generate and confirm the belief that there is 
an indubitable limit to the potentialities of 
a constitutional amendment; the funda- 
mentals of that constitution, the protection 
of life, liberty and property, give such an 
amendment a prohibition stei. as that giv- 
en old ocean in Holy Writ, “Hitherto shalt 
thou come, but no further; and here shall 
thy proud waves be stayed.” 

If such amendment be valid, then it 
makes our Constitution say to the people: 
“Oh! yes; there shall be no bills of attain- 
der found against you, no prosecutions, 
civil or criminal, except under due process 
of law, nor shall you be deprived of life, 
liberty or property except under like pro- 
cess, nor your property taken for public 
use without just compensation, but our pro- 


we will 
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tection over you extends no further than 
proceedings in court; if outside of court, 
some constitutional amendment be adopted 
which deprives you of life, liberty or prop- 
erty, one or all, our arm is powerless to 
give you any help or afford you any re- 
dress. 

But assuming that the 13th Amendment 
constitutes a valid deprivation of property, 


then acting on such assumption, the owners 


of vast aggregations of wealth acquired 
often by means as reprehensible as those 
which tore the African from his native 
jungle and made a slave of him, may well 
look forward with fearful forebodings to 
that inauspicious and fateful day that Dies 
Irae, when some mighty plebiscitum 


“Shall come like the winds come when for- 
ests are rended, 
Shall come like the 


navies are stranded,” 


Waves come when 


and sweep away their hoarded wealth, their 
serried leagues of land, and disburse, di- 
vide and distribute them wheresoever and 
among whomsoever it will! What has been 
done in the green tree, may also be done 
in the dry; they who have sown the wind, 
must be content to reap the usual crop— 
the whirlwind! 
T. A. SHERWoop. 
Long Beach, Cal. 








BILLS AND NOTES-—BONA 
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FIDE PUR- 


FIRST NAT. BANK OF WATONGA et al. v. 
WADE et al. 


Supreme Court of Oklahoma, Sept. 13, 1910. 


111 Pac, 205. 


When an illiterate colored woman over 70 
years of age was by false and fraudulent rep- 
resentations induced to sign certain negotia- 
ble promissory notes and mortgages securing 
the payment of the same under the ,belief that 
she was signing her last will and testament and 
a power of attorney, such promissory notes are 
unenforceable in the hands of a bona fide hold- 
er; it appearing that the maker was free from 


negligence 





Error from District Court, Garfield Coun- 
ty; P. Cc. Simons, Judge Pro Tem. 

Action by Mary Wade and others against 
the First National Bank of Watonga ‘and 
others. Judgment for plaintiffs, and defend- 


ants bring error. Affirmed. 


KANE, J.: This was an action commenced 
by the defendant in error Mary Wade, plain- 
tiff below, against the plaintiffs in error, de- 
fendants below, for the purpose of procuring 
the cancellation of certain promissory notes 
and mortgages which the plaintiff claimed 
were procured from her by fraud, deceit, and 
trickery on the part of the defendants P. F. 
Tyler and Ben Smith. The evidence tended 
to show, and the court and jury so found: 
That the plaintiff is an aged, infirm negress, 
of poor eyesight and hearing entirely unable 
to either read or write. That the defendants 
Tyler and Smith, one a colored and one a 
white man, and both admitted to the practice 
of law, called on her at her residence in the 
city of Enid, Okl, on or about the 14th day of 
August, 1905, and told her that they were ap- 
pointed by the Governor of Oklahoma to pre- 
pare the last will and testament of all old 
colored people, and had called upon her for 
That they also told her that 
they would be able to procure a purchaser for 


that purpose. 


a piece of land that she owned in Blaine coun- 
ty. After talking these matters over, it was 
agreed that Smith and Tyler should draft her 
last will and testament and a power of attor- 
ney authorizing them to sell her Blaine county 
land. In pursuance of this agreement, a last 
will and testament and power of attorney were 
drawn and read over to her by Smith and Ty- 
ler, and then reread to ber by a colored girl 
who was present at the time named Blanche 
Marshall. 
pleted and read over to her, Tyler and Smith 
asked for a drink of water, whereupon the col- 


When these instruments were com- 


ored girl went to the pump for the purpose of 
getting the water, and the old colored woman 
stepped out of the room where the papers were 
drawn and where they all were into an ad- 
joining room to get a tumbler. While the 
girl and the old woman were gone, Smith 
and Tyler substituted for the papers that 
they had read to the old woman the notes 
and mortgages in controversy, which in gen- 
eral appearances resembled the writings that 
had been theretofore read, and the old wo- 
man, believing they were the same papers, 
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signed them by mark. After the signatures 
were secured, a notary was called, who ask- 
ed the old woman if she acknowledged the 
papers, Without reading or explaining them 
to her, and she said that she did. The pa- 
pers that she signed turned out to be a note 
for $2,500, with a mortgage on real estate 
owned by the old woman, and another note 
for $500, similarly secured, both running 5 
years, at 12 per cent per annum. After pro- 
curing the notes and mortgages, as aforesaid, 
Smith and Tyler sold the $500 note and the 
mortgage securing the same to the defendant 
Temple and a few days thereafter for $475, and 
hypothecated the $2,500 note and mortgage to 
secure a loan of $1,200 from the defendant the 
First National Bank of Watonga. Said Smith 
and Tyler indorsed said note for $2,500 by writ- 
ing their names on the back thereof at the 
time of its delivery to said bank. The case 
was tried before Hon. P. C. Simons, who was 
selected as judge pro tempore, and a jury 
was impaneled and sworn, to make certain 
special findings of fact advisory to the court. 

Among the interrogatories propounded to 
the jury which we think are important to a 
decision in this case are the foliowing: “Did 
Mary Wade, when she signed certain papers, 
know that she was signing a note for $2,500 
and mortgage for the same sum and a note 
and mortgage for $500? Answer: No. When 
Mary Wade signed the papers she did sign, 
did she do so by reason of the fraudulent rep- 
resentations of Tyler and Smith, and in the be- 
lief that she was signing her will and also a 
power of attorney? Answer: Yes. When Mary 
Wade signed the papers she did sign, did she be- 
lieve that she was signing notes and mortgages 
for $3,000? Answer: No. Was it the notes 
and mortgages or was it the will and power 
of attorney that had been read to her by 
Ben Smith and Blanche Marshall? Answer: 
The will and power of attorney. Did she in- 
tend to sign the will and power of attorney? 
Answer: Yes. “Did.she intend to sign the 
notes and mortgages? Answer: No. Did she 
know that there were mortgages and notes to 
be signed? Answer. No. What was her age 
in years at the time of this transaction? 
Answer: About 70 years old. Could she then 
or can she now read or write? Answer: No. 
Did she take every precaution possible to 
know the exact contents of the papers before 
she signed them? Answer: Yes. Was she 
guilty of any negligence in signing the papers 
she did sign? Answer: No.” There was judg- 
ment for the plaintiff, to reverse which this 
proceeding in error was commenced. 

Counsel for the bank state the issue be- 
tween the plaintiff and their client as they 
understand it, as follows: “The issue be 





i\tween the plaintiff and the defendant bank 


was, Did the bank loan money to Smith and 
Tyler and take from them a note and mort- 
gage of Mary Wade as collateral security to 
said loan as an indorsee without having knowl- 
edge of any fraud or artifice having been prac- 
ticed on the said plaintiff in the securing of 
her signature to said note and mortgage?” And 
counsel for defendant Temple states his view 
of the case as follows: “The issues in the trial 
of the case as between the plaintiff and the 
defendant, Temple, were: ,Did the defendant 
Temple purchase the $500 note and mortgage 
executed by Mary Wade from Smith and Ty- 
ler before maturity of such obligation, and, if 
so, did Temple, at the time of such purchase, 
have knowledge of the alleged fraud and arti- 
fice by which Smith and Tyler are alleged to 
have obtained the signature of Mary Wade 
to such obligation?” We do not believe this 
is one of that class of cases to which the rule 
invoked by counsel is applicable. We are in- 
clincd to agree with counsel that there was 
not sufficient evidence adduced to show bad 
faith on the part of their clients in acquiring 
these notes and mortgages. This court is com- 
mitted to the doctrine that bad faith, not mere- 
ly a notice of circumstances sufficient to put a 
prudent man on inquiry, is necessary to de- 
feat recovery by the holder of negotiable paper, 
whose right accrued before maturity. Forbes 
v. First National Bank, 21 Okl. 206, 95 Pac. 
785. But in the case at bar the jury found 
that the signature of the maker was pro- 
cured by false representations as to the char- 
acter of the paper itself, and that the maker 
was not guilty of any negligence in signing 
such papers. In that class of cases the rule 
laid down in 1 Page on Contracts, 116, is ap- 
plicable: “If the instrument is negotiable, and 
in the hands of a bona fide holder, the ques- 
tion of negligence is held the test of liability. 
If the maker signed without knowing the na- 
ture of the instrument and was free from neg- 
ligence, as in the case of illiteracy, as where 
he could not read, and a note of $1,000 was 
read to him as $100, and the name of the payee 
was changed, the note is unenforceable even in: 
the hands of a bona fide holder.” Counsel 
for defendants in error cite a great many cases 
in support of the rule laid down by Mr. Page. 
We have examined most of them, and believe 
that the rule is amply supported. Practically 
all the cases on this question are collected in 
notes to Yakima Valley Bank v. McAllister 
(Wash.) 1 L. R. A. (N. S.) 1075, and Green v. 
Wilkie (Iowa) 36 L. R. A. 434, 66 N. W. 1046. 
The syllabus to the latter case reads: “In an 
action on a note and mortgage for $1,000, it 
appeared that they were given to F.’s wife, 
and by her assigned to plaintiff, without no- 
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tice; that defendant, the maker, about to sell 
a piece of land given him by his father, and 
purchase another, went to the office of F., who 
was acting for the person to whom defend- 
ant was selling, and the sale and purchase 
were completed; that there had been a lease 
on the land in favor of defendant’s father, 
whereby defendant was required to Day a cer 
tain rent while he remained single, and that 
this had been released to enable defendant to 
sell; that afterwards, at F.’s suggestion, de- 
fendant agreed to make a new lease and note 
for $100 to his father on the land purchased; 
that F., at his office, prepared, instead, the note 
and mortgage in suit, which defendant after- 
wards signed, thinking them to be the note 
and lease, agreed on; that defendant could not 
read, and could write only his name; that he 
never received anything for the note, and nev- 
er agreed to make it. Held, that the note never 
had an existence in the sense of the minds of 
the parties meeting to give it validity.” Anoth- 
er case worthy of note on account of its sim- 
ilarity to the case at bar is De Camp v. Ham- 
ma, 29 Ohio St. 467. In that case the jury 
answered interrogatories as follows: “Did 
Hamma sign the promissory note in the peti- 
tion described? Answer: Yes. Did plaintiff 
before the maturity thereof purchase the same 
bona fide, and for a valuable consideration? 
Answer: Yes. Was the note fraudulently ob- 
tained from Hamma by Denning, the payee? 
Answer: Yes. Was the signature of Hamma 
to the promissory note obtained by fraudulent 
representations as to the character of the pa- 
per itself? Answer: Yes. Was Hamma at 
the time of signing it ignorant of its real char- 
acter, and had no intention of signing a note? 
Answer: Yes. Was he guilty of negligence or 
ordinary care in affixing his signature thereto, 
or in not ascertaining the character of the in- 
strument or in any other respect? Answer: 
He has not.” It was held: “In an action 
against the maker by an indorsee of a negotia- 
ble promissory note who purchased the same 
for a valuable consideration before maturity, 
and without notice of any fraud or infirmity as 
between the original parties, the defendant is 
not liable where it is shown: (1) That at the 
time of signing and delivering the note he was 
induced by fraudulent representations as to 
the character of the paper to believe that he 
was signing and delivering an instrument oth- 
er than a promissory note. (2) That his ig- 
norance of the true character of the paper was 
not attributable in whole or in part to his own 
negligence in the premises.” 

Finding no reversible error in the record, 
the judgment of the court below is affirmed. 

DUNN, C. J., and WILLIAMS, TURNER, 
and HAYES, JJ., concur. 





Nore.—Liability of One, Free from Negli- 
gence, in Signing Negotiable Paper Without 
Knowing its Nature-—There are many cases 
which support the ruling made by the Oklahoma 
court besides those specially referred to. This 
exception, which lies outside of fraud in pro- 
curing one’s voluntary signature to a paper, the 
nature of which is recognized when it is signed, 
and which is recognized not to apply unless there 
is an absolute freedom from negligence, seems 
to have originated in England, a leading case de- 
cided in 1869, on this subject being that of Fos- 


. ter v. Mackinnon, L. R. C. P. 704, 38 L. J. C. P. 


N. S. 310, 20 L. T. N. S. 887. The court said: 
“Tt seems plain on principle and on authority 
that if a blind man or a man who cannot read, 
or for some reason (not implying negligence). 
forbears to read, has a written contract false- 
ly read over to him. the reader misreading to 
such a degree, that the written contract is of a 
nature altogether differert from the contract pre- 
tended to be read from the paper which he 
signs, then at least, if there be no negligence. the 
signature so obtained is of no force.” We find 
it said in Gibbs v. Linabury. 22 Mich. 470. 7 Am. 
Rep. 675, that: “When a party never designed 
to put or cause to be put any sort of negotiable 
naper into circulation. when the thought of do- 
ing so never entered his mind, when he has 
never bargained to do so, when he was rever con- 
sciously privy to anv attempt to set such a paper 
afloat. how can it be said that his will in any 
wav assented to the concoction of sttch a con- 
tract so as to make him an object of the rule” 
that when one of two innocent parties must suf- 
fer, the loss must follow upon the one who en- 
abled the third person to bring it about, does 
not apply. 

This case reviews the English cases and thinks 
that the act of giving such a signature is like 
one “done by an insane man or is compelled by 
duress. The point is that the will does not go 
with the act.” This case makes no express allu- 
sion to freedom from negligence but it quotes 
and follows the Mackinnon case. See also Bank 
v. Deal. 55 Mich. 502. 

In Missouri, the principle that a contract arises 
out of assent is applied and it is said: “Com- 
mercial paper is no exception to this rule only 
that in some cases a party knowingly putting his 
name to such (misrepresented) naper may by 
his own negligence be estopped from disputing 
its execution as against an innocent holder for 
value.” Briggs v. Ewart, 51 Mo. 245, rr Am. 
Ren. 445. See also Corby v. Weddle, 57 Mo. 452. 

The Indiana cases are on the same line. See 
Webb v. Corwin, 78 Ind. 403; Mitchell v. Tom- 
lin. or Ind. 167. For other states see Willard 
v. Nelson, 2= Neb. 651: Bank v. Venneman, 43 
Hun. 241; Walker v. Ebert. 20 Wis. 104. 9 Am. 
Ren. 48: Butler v. Cairns. 27 Wis. 61: Bank 
v. Smith, 55 N. H. 593; Dinsmore v. Stimbert, 
12 Neh. 423. 

In Farmers’ & M. Bank v. Butler. 48 Mich. 
102. 12 N. W. 26. a sionature procured hy artifice 
and fraud was placed or a nar with forgerv. 

In Maine it was ruled if a sionature was given 
for an instrument to be written above it. the 
signer was held where another than the one in- 
tended was written. Breckenridee v. Lewis, 84 
Me. 340, 30 Am. St. Rep. 353. 24 Atl. 864. 
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A recent case decided by Appellate Division 
of New York Supreme Court by three of five 
judges, shows an interesting position taken by 
the minority as based on negotiable instruments 
act. The prevailing opinion held, there was no 
liability upon a stolen check which contained only 
the signature, where it was filled in with a name 
and amount and negotiated, but the minority 
quoting from the negotiable instruments law that: 
“Where the instrument is in the hands of the 
holder in due course, a valid delivery thereof 
by all parties prior to him so as to make them 
liable to him is conclusively presumed,” though 
the signer was responsible. In other words, the 
physical act was contended by the minority to 
conclusively presume a valid delivery, so far as 
bona fide purchasers were concerned. 


In that case the decision of the trial court 
was reversed, the six judges relying on the nego- 
tiable instruments law and being equally divided, 
which possibly does not speak well for its clar- 
ity. 

There are some cases opposed to the view 
followed by the principal case. 


In Bank vy. Johns, 22 W. Va. 520, 46 Am. Rep. 
506, it was said: “If a party signed the note, 
if it was his genuine signature, and he intended 
to sign a paper and by artifice and fraud was 
induced to sign a paper, he did not intend to 
sign, and did in fact sign a negotiable promis- 
sory note.” then he would be bound for it in 
the hands of a bona fide purchaser for value, 
which words were quoted from Dan. on Neg. 
Ins. 850. The court said: “We may safely lay 
down this general rule, that when a purchaser 
of a negotiable instrument takes it for value be- 
fore maturity without notice of any fraud in its 
execution, unless at the time it was so purchased, 
it was absolutely void, he will recover on such 
note against the maker, although the maker was 
induced by fraud to sign it, not intending to sign 
such a note, but a paper of an entirely different 
‘haracter, and in such a case the question of 
negligence in the maker, forms no legitimate sub- 
ject of inquiry.” Then the court goes on to 
speak of the necessity of such a rule. 


In Ort v. Fowler, 31 Kan. 478, 47 Am. Rep. 
501, it is said one is guilty of negligence as a 
matter of law, if possessed of all his faculties 
ind able to read, he relies on the assurance or 
reading of a stranger that it is a different instru- 
ment. In Georgia it is said fraudulent repre- 
sentations as to the character of the paper signed 
will not avoid liability of the signer. High- 
smith vy. Martin, 24 S. E. 865. See also Phelan 

Moss, 67 Pa. 50, 5 Am. Rep. 402. 


It would seem the better rule not to allow 
either an illiterate or one who can read to trust 
'o the representations of him who is procuring 
a paper to be signed, but it should be deemed 


conclusive evidence of negligence, except under 


very extraordinary circumstances, not to procure 
other evidence as to the nature of what one 
signs, if what he signs turns out to be a ne- 
gotiable instrument. 
unimpaired, the claim of invalidity should be 
‘losely narrowed and courts would seem not to 
have any right to leave every question of this 
kind to a jury. 


As long as volition is left : 





JETSAM AND FLOTSAM. 





CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE NEW YORK 
WORKINGMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 





The new Workingmen’s Compensation Act 
(Laws 1910 Ch. 674) of New York imposes upon 
employers in certain extrahazardous occupa- 
tions an obligation to compensate workmen or 
their next of kin for injuries resulting from ac- 
cidents to which risks inherent in the business 
have contributed. This statute is obviously an 
attempt on the part of the legislature complete- 
ly to abolish the doctrine of assumption of risk 
and to substitute an absolute liability for the 
liability based upon negligence which is recog- 
nized at common law. In sustaining the consti- 
tutionality of this measure the recent case of 
Ives v. South Buffalo Ry. Co., 124 N. Y. Supp. 
920, suggests an inquiry into the limitations im- 
posed by the Fourteenth Amendment upon the 
power of the legislature thus to modify the 
substantive law. 

The due process clause is, of course, designed 
to safeguard only the vested rights of life, 
liberty and property, and, inasmuc.. as no prop- 
erty rights are recognized in the rule of the 
common law; see Wynehamer v. People (1856) 
13 N. Y. 878; Mathews v. Ry. Co. (1893) 121 Mo. 
298; U. C. G. M. Co. v. Firstbrook (1906) 36 
Colo. 498; Fitzgerald v. Ry. Co. (Vt. 1891) 138 
L. R. A. 70; it is at least arguable that the 
creation of a new liability ra’ses no question 
of due process so long as provision is made for 
the determination, by proper judicial proceed- 
ings, of the facts upon which the liability is 
made contingent. Jones v. Brim (1896) 165 U. 
S. 180; McCandless v. Richmond & D. R. Co. 
(1892) 88 S. C. 103; Holmes v. Murray (1907) 
207 Mo. 413. Very naturally, however, this 
view has seldom commended itself to our ju- 
diciary. The enforcement of a judgment pur- 
suant to the statute does unquestionabiy involve 
a taking of property and, as the court’s power 
to authorize the issue of an execution is de- 
rived solely from the act of the law-making 
body, it has been generally assumed that the 
constitutionality of statutes conferring such 
power must be decided in accordance with the 
tests applied under the due process clause. See 
Jenson v. Un. Pac. Ry. Co. (Utah) 1889) 4 L. R. 
A. 724. 

Such a statute even if involving an impafr- 
ment of property rights is not a taking with- 
out due process of law if its enactment is a 
lawful exercise of the police power. The rule 
of construction is well established that an act, 
although seriously infringing vested rights, 
will not be declared unconstitutional unless it 
appears, from matters of which the court can 
take judicial notice, either that its purpose is 
clearly beyond the legitimate objects of the 
police power or that it has no real or substan- 
tial relation to that object or that the particu- 
lar means adopted to attain the desired end is 
“palpably an arbitrary invasion of vested 
rights.” Halter v. Nebraska (1906) 205 U. S. 
34; Mugler v. Kansas~(1887) 123 U. S. 623; 
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Powell vy. Pennsylvania (1887) 127 U. S. 678; 
Hemnington v. Georgia (1895) 163 U. S. 299; 
Booth v. Illinois (1901) 184 U. S. 425; Jacobson 
v. Masaschusetts (1904) 197 U. S. 11; Tenement 
House Dept. v. Moeschen (1904) 179 N. Y. 325; 
Health Dept. v. Rector, etc., (1845) 145 N. Y. 
32. But see In re Jacobs (1885) 98 N. Y. 98. 
In applying these vague tests to particular 
legislative acts, the courts have, as in other 
fields involving the application of the due pro- 
cess clause, carefully refrained ftrom_ specific 
definition, but “proceeding by the judicial pro- 
cess of exclusion and inclusion” have decided 
the individual cases on their own merits, not 
only in accordance with precedent but alsa in 
the light of contemporaneous social and eco- 
nomic conditions. See Kiley v. Chic., ete. Ry. 
Co. (1909) 188 Wis. 215; Gulf & S. F. Ry. Co. v. 
Ellis, (1896) 165 U. §. 150; Muller v. Oregon 
(1907) 208 U. S. 412; Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. v. Mack- 
ey (1887) 127 U. S. 200, 210. When considering 
legislation affecting the public health and 
safety, however, they have been especially lib- 
eral in sustaining acts which, like the New York 
Statute, are calculated to minimize the evils of 
extrahazardous undertakings even though en- 
tailing the expenditure of large sums of money, 
Tenement House Dept. v. Moescnen, supra; 
Health Dept. v. Rector, supra; and have already 
recognized the necessity of special legislative 
protection of this general character aS a means 
of equalizing the positions of employee and em- 
ployer in the field of contract. See Holden v. 
Hardy (1897) 169 U. S. 366; Pittsburg, etc., R. R. 
Co. v. Lightheiser (Ind. 1906) 78 N. E. 1083; 
but see Lochner v. New York (1904) 198 U. S. 
45. 

It would seem, therefore, that if the statute 
in question is unconstitutional it must be be- 
cause the particular form of protection adopt- 
ed, in imposing a liability upon one who is 
without fault, is so unusual and arbitrary that 
it may be condemned as unknown to the law of 
the land. The underlying principle, however, 
that inevitable loss shoulu be borne not by the 
person On whom it may happen to fall but by 
the one who profits by the dangerous business, 
has in another connection been judicially de- 
clared to embody a very tenable idea of jus- 
tice. See Hart v. Western R. R. wo. (Mass. 
1847) 13 Metce. 99. That the imposition of an 
absolute liability is, moreover, not per se un- 
constitutional is apparent from the fact that 
liabilities of this kind are not unknown even 
to the common law. See R. R. v. Zernecke 
(1901) 183 U. S. 582. Furthermore, modern 
legislation has in many fields already enlarged 
the scope of absolute liability and the courts 
have sustained not only statutes imposing such 
a liability for the proximate results of volun- 
tary acts; wiability for fires caused by locomo- 
tives. St. Louis, etc., Ry. Co. v. Mathews (lov6) 
165 U. S. 1; Mathews v. Ry. Co., supra; Ry. Co. v. 
Kreager (1899) 61 Ohio 312; Grissell v. Housa- 
tonic R. R. Co. (1887) 54 Conn. 447. Liability for 
injury done to highway by cattle. Brim v. 
Jones (1895) 11 Utah 200. Liability for dam- 
age caused by dangerous animals irrespective of 
scienter. Holmes v. Murray, supra; but also 
those abrogating the law of proximate cause 
and allowing a recovery even against persons 
whose acts contribute very remotely to produce 
the injury in question. Liability of lessor of 
premises used for sale of intoxicating liquors 
for damage caused by a person intoxicated 
thereby. Bertholf v. O'Reilly (1878) 74 N. Y. 509. 
Liability of lessor of premises used for gambling 








purposes for money lost. Marvin v. Trout (1905) 
199 U. S. 212. Statutes making railroads Insur- 
ers of the safety of their passengers seem to 
come nearest to the New York Statute. Union 
Pac. Ry. v. Porter (1893) 38 Neb. 226; Galveston, 
etc., Ry. Co. v. Piper Co., (Tex. 1909) 115 S. W. 
107. Although upholding them on_= special 
grounds, the Supreme Court intimated unequiv- 
ocally that there were no constitutional objec- 
tions to such a statute. See Chicago, etce., Ry. 
v. Zernecke (1901) 183 U. S. 582. The principle 
deducible from the cases seems to be that the 
requirements of the due process clause are sat- 
isfied by the mere existence of some voluntary 
causal relation and that an act will be declar- 
ed unconstitutional only when it imposes a lia- 
bility upon persons in no way connected or 
connected only involuntarily with the circum- 
stances giving rise to the liability. Camp v. 
kKogers (1877) 44 Conn. 29; Ohio, ete., Ry. Co. v. 
Lackey, (1875) 78 Ill. 55. Fault is, of course, 
the general basis of liability at common law, 
but, so far as the constitution is concerned, it 
is indispensable as a criterion only -n so far as 
its existence is necessary to establish a causal 
connection between the acts out of which tne 
liability arises and the injury sought to be rem- 
edied by the legislature. The elimination of 
negligence as a basis is not, therefore, fatal to 
the statute, provided the required chain of cau- 
sation is supplied by other elements. 


In fact, where there are strong considerations 
of public policy, even a’ causal relation may 
be unnecessary. See Chicago v. Cement Co. 
(1899) 178 Ill. 372; People v. Hill (Tll. 1896) 36 
L. R. A. 634. Assuming, however, that some 
source of causation is essential, it is submitted 
that in the occupations affected by the New 
York Statute this requirement is to.be found in 
the voluntary employment of the dangerous in- 
struments and agencies frorm which the injury 
results. The statute may, perhaps, be obnoxious 
to state constitutional provisions guaranteeing 
a trial by jury, in that the liability imposed is 
measured by a fixed scale of compensation, but 
it seems safe to say that under the Fourteenth 
Amendment, at least, its constitutionality is 
reasonable clear.—Columbia Law Review. 





PRIVILEGES OF MARRIED WOMEN UNDER 
ENGLISH LAW. 


The following editorial from 55 Solicitors’ Jour- 
nal & Weekly Reporter, London, 56 should be in- 
teresting in comparison with American view 
and in relation to the suffragette agitation of 
which we see quite a great deal in current 
news. It has’ been the great shibboleth of 
Woman’s Rights advocates, that her fetters aré 
a relic of barbarism, but here it appears, that 
she has somewhat the better of her spouse in 
the marital relation. 

The editorial is as follows: 

“The recent case of West v. West (reported 
ante, p. 48), is an instructive reminder of one 
fact in connection with our present-day law of 


husband and wife, which is very generally 


overlooked by the advocates of women’s rights. 
While the law makes it, at least in theory, 
silghtly more difficult for a woman to obtain 
dissolution of the marriage bond than it is for 
aman, on the other hand, it grants the wife a 
security of tenure during the continuance of the 
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neglects to maintain her, she can at once ob- 
tain from a summary jurisdiction court the pro- 
tection of a separation order with aiimony; if 
the husband fails to pay this sum as it falls 
due he is liable to imprisonment, whether or not 
he has means to pay. But when a wife leaves 
her husband, or neglects her conjugal duties, or 
completely flouts all his wishes and rights, he 
has practically no enforceable remedy against 
her. He cannot compel her to return to him, 
nor can he force her to make any compensation 
to him for the wrong done. In certain cases 
he can obtain—at his own expense—an order for 
the restitution of conjugal rights, but this. can 
only be enforced against senvarate property of 
the wife which is not subject to a restraint on 
anticipation, so that, in practice, it is absolutely 
useless as a sanction. What, however, adds to 
the inequality of the remedy as between the 
sexes is the fact that a wife cannot only break 
her own Obligations with practical impunity, 
but can nevertheless compel her husband when 
she so chooses to go on performing his. At 
least that appears to be the result of the case 
to which we have referred. A wife brought 
against her husband an action for the restitu- 
tion of conjugal rights inasmuch as he had re- 
fused to receive her kack after her absence 
from him for a period of fourteen months. ‘rhe 
defense was that she had remained away from 
him without cause and against his will during 
this period; that she had neglected her matri- 
monial duties and acted in flagrant disregard 
of her husband’s wishes even while with him, 
and that her conduct had caused a_ serious 
breakdown in his health. Mr. Justice Bargrave 
Deane, while expressing disapproval of the 
wife’s conduct, held, nevertheless, that—since 
her desertion had not amounted to two years, 
and since she now evinced a desire to resume 
her conjugal duties—she was not disentitled by 
her conduct from obta’ning the desired order 
for restitution of conjugal rights. If this de- 
cision is good law, and becomes an accepted 
precedent in the Probate Divorce and Admiralty 
Division, it seems to leave the conduct of a 
married woman unfettered by any real sanction, 
either positive or negative, for securing the per- 
formance of her conjugal duties. In an age in 
which public opinion is gradually ceasing to ex- 
ercise any control over the conduct of an un- 
reasonable or capricious woman, it seems unde- 
sirable to withdraw in this complete fashion the 
restraining intluence of legal sanction.” 
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Here is a story that is told by a loca) 
lawyer, who swears it:is an actual experience: 
A jury had retired on a murder case and had 
voted 11 to 1 for acquittal. The obstinate man 
was a small, red-faced fellow, apparently a 
heavy drinker. He held out for conviction and 
declared that he was ready to stay there as 
long as the next one. Every now and then 
he would lean over and suck the head of a 
small bamboo cane he carried. 

Finally the jurymen. began to make ready for 
a night of it. The little man soon fell asleep 
over his cane, and when he went farther into 
the Land of Nod the stick dropped to the floor. 
Members of the jury picked it up and were about 
to return it when they discovered that it was 
filled with whisky, and very good whisky, too. 
They passed it around, each taking a sip. Of 
a sudden the little man awakened, and, reach- 
ing for his cane, attempted to suck more “oil of 
joy” from the head. He was very thirsty, but 
found the cane empty. 

After thinking some time, he said: ‘Boys, I 
believe I’ve changed my mind. [I'll vote for ac- 
quittal. Let’s hurry.” 


Prof. Blake in a Fourth of July address that 
Tucson still remembers, pointed out the forward 
strides that Arizona‘had made, 

“Think of the ignorance and illiteracy of the 
past, all vanished now,” he said. “Once, whiie 
out on a mineralogical trip, I wandered into s 
courthouse in an Arizona village. 

The case afoot concerned a letter. The prose- 
cution wanted this letter admitted in evidence, 
and the defense wanted it barred out. Finally 
the Judge said, reluctantly: : 

‘Hand the pesky thing up here and I'll de- 
cide on it.’ 

“So the letter was handed up tq the Judge. 
and he put on his spectacles and looked at it 
sideways and crosswise, and a loud laugh went 
up from the spectators. : 

“What are they laughing at?’ [ asked the 
man next to me. 

“*Why, at the Jedge’s bluff, of course,’ was 
the reply. ‘The old fool can’t read reading 


oe 


writin’ let alone writin’-writin’. 


Most persons not in the legal profession learn 
sooner or later that there are “rules of evi- 
dence” which make it possible for court pro- 
ceedings to be blocked for considerable periods 
of time. Exactly what these rules are, few 
laymen know. The following is an intance, 
said to be authentic, of the humors of a situ- 
ation brought about by these conditions: 

“T understand that you called on the plain- 
tiff. Is that so?” 

“Yes,” replied the witness. 

“What did he say.” 

The attorney for the defense jumped to his 
feet and objected that the conversation could 
not be admitted. A half-hour’s argument fol- 
lowed. The judges retired to their private 
room to consider the point. 

Some time later they filed into the court 
room and announced that the question might 
be put. 

“Well what did the plaintiff say?” 

“He weren't at home, sir,” came the answer. 
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1. Accident Insarance—Acceptance of Appli- 
ecation.—An application for insurance held not 
accepted merely hecause of the delay of the in- 


surer in acting thereon.—Richmond v. Travel- 
ers’ Ins. Co., Tenn., 130 S. W. 790. 
2. Adverse Possession—Burden of Proof.— 


The burden is on one claiming land by adverse 
possession to establish the fact of possession 
for the statutory period by a preponderance of 


the proof. Berry \ McPherson, N. C., 68 8S. E. 
892. 

3 Aliens—Richt to Enter the United States. 
—~A married woman, whose husband had al- 
ready entered the United States and was em- 
ploved at sufficient wages to prevent himself 
and wife from becoming public charges, held 
entitled to enter the United States.—Dnited 
States v. Redfern, 180 Fed. 500. 

4 Assault and Battery—Mitigation of Dam- 
ages.—Though one provoking an assault by 
insulting words and conduct may recover, 


proof of the 
be given in 
ick v. 
5. Bankruptey 
ographer's and 
against a bankrupt 
InreJ hb. 


insulting words and conduct may 
mitigation of damages.—McCorm- 
Schtrenck, Tex., 130 8S. W. 720. 
Allowance of Claims.—Sten- 
referee’s fees in an action 
held to be costs in the suit. 
Brewster & Co., 180 Fed. 109. 
Proof.—In a suit by 
recover payment by firm as 
preference, burden held to be on plaintiff to 
show that both the firm and the partner were 
insolvent —J. W. Crancer & Co. v. Wade, Okl., 
110 Pac. 778. 

7.——Composition.—The approval of the ma- 
jority of creditors of an offer of composition is 
evidence, prima facie, that the composition is 
for the best interests of the creditors; and the 
burden is upon those who attack the composi- 
tion.—In re Hoxie, 180 Fed. 508. 


6.— Burden of 
in bankruptcy to 


trustee 





8. Exemptions.—A bankrupt’s exemptions 
may be set off out of unclaimed assets retained 
by him.—Cowan v. Burchfield, 180 Fed. 614. 

9. False Oaths.—False oath of a bankrupt 
during his examination in bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings concerning a matter Which was en- 
tirely immaterial to any issue therein held not 
ground for denying the bankrupt’s discharge. 
—In re Chamberlain, 180 Fed. 304. 

10. Fraudulent Transactions.—Suspicious 
circumstances are not enough to show a fraudu- 
lent transfer of porperty by a bankrupt.—In re 
Howard, 180 Fed. 399. 

11. Fraudulent Transfers.—Conveyance of 
a homestead by one in view of his inevitable 
bankruptcy held not ‘n fraud of creditors.— 
Cowan v. Burchfield, 180 Fed. 614. 

12. Garnishment.—Bankruptcy of defen- 
dant held not to relieve the garnishee in pro- 
ceedings previously begun.—Albany & Northern 
Ry. Co. v. Dunlap Hardware Co., Ga., 68 S. E. 




















868. 
13. Homestead Exemption.—The law of 
homestead exemption is strictly a state law, 


applicable in bankruptcy as well as in 
litigation.—In re Rippa, 180 Fed. 603. 

14. Involuntary Petition.—It is not essen- 
tial to the qualifications of a creditor to sign 
an involuntary petition that he shall have been 
a creditor at the time of the alleged act of bank- 
ruptcy.—In re Hanyan, 180 Fed. 498. 

15. Jurisdiction.—The right to compel pay- 
ment to a corporation of moneys wrongfully 
converted by its officers vests in the trustee in 
bankruptcy of the corporation.—In re Swofford 
Bros. Dry Goods Co., 180 Fed. 549. 

16. Jurisdiction.——Where the assets had 
been sold for a certain sum the court could re- 
strain proceedings which would disturb or 
change the execution of such sale.—In re Swof- 
ford Bros. Dry Goods Co., 180 Fed. 54). 

17. Pedges.—A bankrupt’s assignee for the 
benefit of creditors, having redeemed with his 
own funds a diamond belonging to the bankrupt 
and surrendered the same to his trustee, ue:d 
entitled to a claim for the amount advanced 
against the bankrupt’s estate.—In re Rudd, 180 
Fed. 

18.——Preferences.—Bankrupt’s intent to give 
a preference held immaterial on the validity of 
the preference.—Alexander y. Redmond, 180 Fed. 
92. 

19. Preferences.—In an action by a trustee 
in bankruptcy to recover a voidable preference 
made to a bank in that the bankrupt allowed it 
to appity his deposits to a debt owing it, the 
bank could not urge its right of set-off, where 
it appeared that such preference 
licited by it.—Schmidt vy. Bank 
N. M., 110 Pac. 613. 

20. Preferences.—A creditor’s agent’s rea- 
sonable cause to believe that a transier by the 
debtor is intended as a preference is imputable 
to the creditor.- 
Fed. 92. 

21.——Preferences.—Payment of a bankrupt's 
notes by indorsers held not a preference.— 
Catchings y. Chatham Nat. Bank, 180 Fed. 103. 

22. Preferences.—Since a chattel mortgage 
not filed within 10 days as required, first be- 
came a lien when filed, it constituted a prefer- 
ence when filed within four months next pre- 
ceding the mortgagor’s bankruptcy.—In re Mis- 
sion Fixture & Mantel Co., 180 Fed. 263. 
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23. Preferences.—That accounts assigned 
by a debtor mcre than four months before 
bankruptcy are not collected within that time 
dves not make the transaction a preference.— 
In re Bird, 180 Fed. 229. 

24. Preferred Claims.—Under Gen. St. Kan. 
1901, § 8014, and the statute relating to as- 
signments for the benefit of creditors, the com- 
mon-law rule that the crown is entitled to pre- 
ferred payment of the assets of an insolvent 
Was superseded, so that the state was not enti- 
tled to a common-law preference of the assets 
of the bankrupt under Bankr. Act July 1, 1898, 
c. 541, § 64b (5), 30 Stat. 563 (U. S. Comp. St. 
1901, p. 3448).—In re Devlin, 180 Fed. 170. 

25. Preferred Claims.—Where a bankrupt 
died pending settlement of his estate, distribu- 
tion would be had according to bankruptcy law 
so that the state would not be entitled to a 
preferred payment by virtue of the state stat- 
utes of distribution.—In re Devlin, 180 Fed. 170. 

26.——Property Constituting Homestead.— 
Premises in which a person lived with his fam- 





ily and kept a store held his homestead.—Cow- 


an v. Burchfield, 180 Fed. 614. 


27.——Sale of Property by Bankrupt.—Deliv- 
ery of lumber by a bankrupt at his mill within 
four menths prior to his bankruptcy to a pur- 


chaser who had contracted for the output of 
his mill held sufficient, and to vest the purchas- 
er with title as against the bankrupt’s trustee. 
—In re Ozark Cooperage & Lumber Co., 180 Fed. 
105. 

28. Banks and Banking—lIllegally Declaring 
Dividend.—The offense of a bank officer in de- 
elaring a dividend from funds of the bank 


other than legitimate profits, held a _ several 
rather than a joint offense.—Cabaniss v. State, 
Ga., 68 S. E. 849. 

29.——Powers of Cashier.—Leasing of prop- 


erty of national banking association held not 
within the ordinary powers and duties of the 
cashier.—Spongberg v. First Nat. Bank, Idaho, 
110 Pac. 716. 

30. Benefit Societies—Default in Assessments. 
—In order to defend for nonpayment of assess- 
ments, levy and notice thereof to insured must 
be shown.—Locomotive Engineers’ Mut. Life & 
Accident Ins. Ass'n. v. Bobo, Ga., 68 S. BE. 842. 

31. Validity of By-Law.—A beneficial as- 
sociation by-law, which provides that the re- 
ceipt of dues or assessments from a suspended 
member not in good health shall not reinstate 
his life certificate is invalid as to payments re- 
tained by the association.—Schuster v. Knights 
and Ladies of Security, Wash., 110 Pac. 680. 

32. Endorsement on .Check.—An _ indorse- 
ment on a check “to the order of any bank or 
banker” carried to the plaintiff, as a bank, the 
right to sue on the check.—First Nat. Bank v. 
Savannah Bank & Trust Co., Ga., 68 S. E. 872. 

33.——Transfers.—A transfer of notes to a 
purchaser for value held to carry with it a 
contract as_ collateral security for payment 
thereof.—Gay v. Hudson River Electric Power 
Co., 180 Fed. 222. 

34. Brokers—Compensation.—A_ real estate 
agent who procured a purchaser willing to pay 
the price fixed by the owner, will not be de- 
featced in a recovery of his commission by the 
fact that the owner “threw in” a lot of old farm 
machinery.—Webb v. Burroughs, Ss. D., 127 N. 
W. 623. 
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35. Building and Loan Ass0ciations—Bank- 
ruptey of Member.—A building and loan share- 














holder’s bankrupt estate held not entitled to 
share in dividends, on account of failing to 
keep up monthly payments.—In re Davis, 180 
Fed. 148. 

36. Carriers—Limitation of Liability. —A re- 
duced freight rate, or an agreement to trans- 
port over its own line and that of a connecting 
earrier, is a sufficient consideration to enable a 
common carrier to limit its liability for loss or 
injury to property.—Mobile & O. R. Co. v. 
Brownsville Livery & Live Stock Co., Tenn., 130 
S. W. 788. 


37. Negligence of Sleeping Car Company. 
—So far as concerns the passenger on a sleep- 
ing car discharged beyond the station, held, the 
sleeping car company and its employees are 
the servants of the railroad company, so as to 
make it liable for their negligence.—Missouri, 
K. & T. Ry. Co. of Texas v. Maxwell, Tex., 
130 S. W. 722. 

38.— Negotiable Bill of Lading.—A negoti- 
able bill of lading represents the property, and 
the receipt of it is equivalent to an actual de- 
livery thereof, and this rule is recognized by 
the sales act.—Brown v. Floersheim Mercantile 
Co., Mass., 92 N. E. 494. 

39. Regulation.—In proceedings before 
State Corporation Commission for contempt in 
violating order of commission, railway company 
held to have the burden of proving that acts 
charged were committed through misapprehen- 
sion of the order or as a result of a mistake. 
St. Louis & S. F. Ry. Co. v. State, Okl., 110 
Pac. 759. 

40. Champerty and Maintenance—Deeds.—A 
deed conveying the legal title to property is 
not champertous, when at the time it was exe- 
cuted there was no one in the actual possession 
of the property, claiming under a title adverse 
to the grantor.—Van Deventer v. Lott, 180 Fed. 
378. 

41. Compromise and Settlement—Concealment 
of Facts.—Equity will not allow a party to a 
compromise to conceal facts which the other 
party has a right to expect to be disclosed, and 
which he is bound to disclose.— White vy. Hewitt, 
S. C., 68 S. E. 820. 

42. Conspiracy—Combinations.—A combina- 
tion of employers to furnish to each other the 
names of striking employees held not illegal, 
but a party thereto who uses the combination 
maliciously as a means of injuring another is 
liable for the resulting injury.—Rhodes v. Gran- 
by Cotton Mills, S. C., 68 S. E. 824. 

43. Place of Crime.—One may be guilty of 
conspiracy to bribe municipal otncers of a city, 
without ever having been personally present 
within the state where such city is located.—Ex 
parte Hoffsot, 180 Fed. 240. 

44, Constitutional Law—Levying of Special 
Assessment.—The levying of a special assess- 
ment for local improvements does not constitute 
taking of property without due process of law. 
—Riley v. Carico, Okl., 110 Pac. 738. 

45. Contempt—wWrit of Error.—On a writ of 
error to review a judgment assessing a fine for 
contempt of court, only questions of law can 
be considered.—In re Grove, 180 Fed, 62. , 

46. Contracts—Employment of Architect to 
Prepare Plans.—That an architect employed to 
draw plans for an improvement not to cost more 
than a specified sum drew and delivered plans 
for an improvement greatly in excess of that 
amount held not to establish a contract.—Dud- 
ley v. Strain, Tex., 130 S. W. 778. 
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47. Misrepresentation.— Misrepresentations, 
the falsity of which is ground for rescission of 
contract, must be as to an existing fact, and 
not the mere expression of an opinion.—Dotson 
v. Kirk, 180 Fed. 14. 


48.——Withdrawal.—One_ cannot withdraw 
from a contract by merely expressing desire or 
intent so to do while he retains the considera- 
tion paid him.—Tutt v. Davis, Cal., 110 Pac. 
690. 


49. Corporations—Creditors.—Creditors of a 
corporation, knowing of the sale by one stock- 


holder to another of his stock, and of the 
change of name in the new corporation, con- 
tinuing to do business with it, held to have 
waived whatever rights they may have had 
against the selling stockholder.—Way vy. Ruff, 
Minn., 127 N. W. 564. 

50 —Foreign Corporations.—A trial court 
held to have jurisdiction of a suit to compel a 


foreign corporation to transfer stock to plaintiff 
thereof, though powerless 
performance or to award an 


or to pay the value 


to compel specific 


effective replevin judgment.—Lively vy. Husebye, 
Wash., 110 Pac. 673. 
51. Purchase of Stock.——-The buyer of cor- 


porate stock held authorized to rescind the pur- 
chase for want of authority of the agent of the 
corporation making the sale to bind the cor- 
poration.—Dennette v. Boston Securities Co., 
92 N. E. 498. 

52.——Purchase of Stock by Other Corpora- 
tions.—Manipulation of the control of a corpora- 
tion by a holding corporation, so as to enable it 
to buy the minority stock at an inadequate 
price, held not permitted by equity.—Clark v. 
Memphis St. Ry. Co., Tenn., 130 S. W. 751. 


Mass., 


53. Courts—Concurrent and Conflicting Jur- 
isdiction.—A court of equity will not appoint a 
receiver when the suit is pending in another 
court.—Martin vy. Harnage, Okl., 110 Pac. 781. 
54. Criminal Evidence—Relevancy.—In a 
prosecution for murder, testimony of witness’ 
having*made unsuccessful attempts before the 
grand jury to obtain an indictment against de- 
fendant was irrelevant.—Twitty v. State, Ala., 
538 So. 308. 
Confessions. 


55. Criminal Law—Extrajudicial 


Secret hope that the effect of making a con- 
fession by accused would lighten his punish- 
ment, not improperly induced, .eld not to ren- 


objectionable. 
580. 


der the confession 
Luis, Cal., 110 Pace. 

56. Damages—lExpectancy of 
of the person is shown, expectancy of 
determined by the jury without 
having the mortality tables before them, or 
without any other direct evidence on the sub- 
ject.—Atlantic Coast Line R. Co. v. Moore, 
68 S. E. 875. 


-~People Vv. 


Life.—W here 
the age 


life may be 


+ 
Ga., 


57. 





-Nervous Shock.—Rule that there can be 
no recovery of damages for bodily or mental 
suffering resulting from fright, unconnected 
with physical injury, held applicable in the case 
of a earrier and a passenger.—wmorris v. Lacka- 
wanna & W. V. R. Co., Pa., 77 Atl. 445. 

58. Deeds—Nature of Conveyance.—Whether 
a deed expressing as consideration love and a 
small sum of money is a voluntary conveyance 
held to depend upon the intent of the parties. 
Shackelford vy. Orris, Ga., 68 S. E. 838. 

59. Diveree—Order for Alimony.—Order for 
alimony payable in installments made in an- 
other state and subject to modification held not 





in that 


736. 


to support an action as on a judgment 
state.—Bleuer v. Bleuer, Okl., 110 Pac. 

60. Dower—Release and Reversion.—A release 
of dower on an instrument is incident to the 
conveyance, and, if the conveyance never takes 
effect, or is extinguished by act of the parties 
or by operation of law, the dower reverts eo 
instanti to the wife.—Gainey v. Anderson, §S. C., 
68 N. E. 888. 

61. Squity—Modification of Decree.—.. court 
of equity may modify or vacate its decrees by 


bill of review filed after the term Taylor v. 
Easton, 180 Fed. 363. 
62.——Statutes of Limitations.—Statutes of 


limitation are applicable in bar of 
legal and equitable.—Kenny v. 
127 N. W. 597. 

63. Estoppel—Nature of Estoppel.—An estop- 
pel involves the idea that a person has failed to 
speak when it was his duty to speak, so that 
he will not be allowed to speak when he de- 


sires so to do.—Dudley v. Strain, Tex., 130 S. W. 
778. 


rights, both 
McKenzie, S. D., 


Proof of 
insurer of the 
insured prop- 
finaing that the 


64. Evidence—Mailing Leiter. 
mailing a letter notifying an 
placing of a mortgage upon the 
erty held sufficient to sustain a 








letter was actually received.—Lawver y. Globe 
Mut. Ins. Co.. 8S. D.. 127 N. W. 615. 
65. Market Price.—The yalue or market 


price of an article may be shown 
rect or circumstantial evidence. 
Swann, Ga. 68 S. E. 862. 


either by di- 

Landrum v. 
66. cxecutors and Administrators—C lai 
Against Estate.—Claim of sister against estat 
of brother for services rendered in their com- 
mon home held gratuitously rendered.—In re 
Schmidt’s Estate, 124 N. Y. Supp. 856. 

67.—Funeral Expenses.—Exemptions on the 
death of a married woman from her estate in 
favor of her husband, are no part of her 
in the hands of an administrator 
her funeral expenses.—In re 
124 N. Y. Supp. 859. 

68.——Sale of Property.—Where an order for 
sale by an administrator is void, the purchase 
is without consideration, and cannot be enforc- 
ed.—Zufall vy. Peyton, Okl., 110 Pac. 773. 

69.——Widow’s Allowance.—Widow’s allow- 
ance held to take precedence over all claims of 
legatees or distributees, and of all other claims, 
except expenses of admin'stration, last illness, 
funeral expenses, and tax liens.—Mevyer v 
Meyer, S. D., 127 N. W. 595. 

70. Federal Courts—Rules of Decision.—De- 
cision of the New York Court of Appeals that 
a mortgage by a husband to secure payment of 
alimony could not be enforced as to alimony, 
accruing after his death held binding on the 
federal courts sitting in New York.—Whitney v. 


estate 
applicable to 
saldwin'’s Estate, 


Whitney Elevator & Warehouse Co., 180 Fed. 
187. 
71. Fire Insurance—Fireproof Safe.—Under 


terms of fire policy, insurance held forfeited for 
failure to keep books in a fireproof safe at 
night.—German American Ins. Co. v. Fuller, Okl.. 
110 Pac. 768. 

72.——-Knowledge of Agent.—Under a fire 
policy, the knowledge of an agent of other in- 
surance upon the property held the knowledge 
of the insurer.—Lawver y. Globe Mut. Ins. Co., 
Ss. D. 147 HM. W. 65S. 

73. Frauds, Statute of—Verbal Contract for 
Sale of Land.—One who purchases land under a 
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verbal contract, paying the purchase price, en- 
possession and occupying the land, ac- 
Gulf, C. & 3B. F. By. 


ering 
juires title.—Mitchell v. 
(‘o., Tex., 130 S. W. 735. 

Mortis.—Delivery, essential 
made, directly 
his behalf, and 
Scott v. Union 
Tenn., 130 S. W. 


74 Gifts—Causa 
mor1tis, may be 
o the donee or an agent on 
actual or constructive. 
Bank «& Trust Co., 


n a gift ciusa 





may be 


& Planters 


Delivery.—To constitute a valid gift in- 


ter vivos, there must be an actual or symboli- 

il delivery by the donor to the donee of the 
property given.—Swindell v. Swindell, N. C., 68 
S. E. 892. 

76 Homicide—Self-Defense.—In a _ prosecu- 
tion for murder, a charge stating when one 
may kill in self-defense held properly refused, 
where it failed to include the duty to retreat. 

Twitty v. State, Ala., 53 So. 308. 

77 Homestead—Exemptions.—The principal 


ise of land must be considered in determining 
whether it is exempt as a homestead.—Blair v. 
Park Bank & Trust Co., Tex., 130 S. W. 718. 


78 Husband and Wife—Gifts Between.—The 


evidence to support a gift of property by a 


vife to her husband must be clear, and the in- 
tent of the parties free from doubt.—Shackel- 
ord v. Orris, Ga., 68 S. E. 838. 


79. Indians—Land Allotmenis.—Secretary of 
Interior held to have power to cancel selection 
of allotment by Indians when the same has been 
procured by mistake of law or by fraud.—Sor- 


els v. Jones, OkKl., 110 Pac. 743. 
80 Indictment and Information—Plea in 
\batement.—That there is another indictment 


pending in court against accused charging him 
with the same offense is no ground for plea in 
batement.—Cabaniss v. State, Ga., 68 S. E. 849. 


81. Insane Persons—Guardian for Nonresftdent 





Ward A guardian of a nonresident insane per- 
son can have no control over property beyond 
the state.—In re Sall, Wash., 110 Pac. 626. 

82 Interstate Commerce—Licenses.—One 
trading in interstate commerce under a valid 
coasting license is not subject to a state or 
municipal license.—Ex parte Eaglesfield, 180 
Fed. 558 

83 Joint Adventures—Consideration.—The 


by the parties to a joint 
adventure is not essential to the validity of the 
act, if the original agreement is carried 
out Botsford v. Van Riper, Nev., 110 Pac. 705. 

84. Judges—Disqualification.—The interest of 

judge rendering a judgment void must be a 
lirect interest in the subject-matter and not a 


furn’shing of capital 


cont 


emote one, or which he has in common with 
many others in a public matter.—Whife v. Lane, 
N. C., 68 S. E. 895. 

85. Judgment—Attachment.—The attachment 
of pledgor’s equity in corporate stock, held suf- 
ficient to give the court jurisdiction to render 
. judgment founded upon service by pubiica- 
tion.—State Banking & Trust Co. v. Taylor, S. 
D., 127 N. W. 590 

86.——-Laches.—A judgment cannot be attack- 


ed as having been obtained through perjury af- 





ter five years and eight months’ delay.—Eckert 
Schmitt, Wash., 110 Pac. 635. 
87. Non Obstante.—Where both sides, to 





prevent a mistrial, agreed that a compromise 
verdict might be received, they waived the right 


to a judgment non obstante.—Stitzer v. Hors- 
ham Tp., 180 Fed. 591. 





88. Landlord and Tenant—Lease of Store.— 
The maintenance of a sight-seeing automobile 
is not incidental to the use of a store under a 


hotel leased to a third party.—United States 
Restaurant & Realty Co. v. Schulte, 124 N. Y. 
Supp. 8365. 

89.——Recovery of Rent.—A failure of a land- 


lord to put the tenant in possession of all the 
leased property is not a ground for an entire 
forfeiture of the rent reserved.—McLeod v. Rus- 
sell, Wash., 110 Pac. 626. 


90.— —Safety of Premises.—A landlord held 
not impliedly bound to keep premises in a safe 
condition.—Walsh v. Schmidt, Mass., 92 N. E. 
496. 

91. Life Insurance—Suicide.—The fact that a 
pistol could only be fired by pulling the trigger 
not show beyond a reasonable doubt that 
the person killed by a shot from the pisto] in- 
tentionally fired it.—Mutual Life Ins, Co. v. 
Ford, Tex., 130 S. W. 769. 

92. Master and Servant—Contract of Employ- 
ment.—The misrepresentation of a servant as 
to his age in his contract of employment to a 
railroad company does not affect his right to 
recovery for injuries, unless his immaturity im- 


does 


mediately contributed to such injuries.—St. 
Louis & S. F. R. Co. v. Brantley, Ala., 53 So. 
305. 

93.——Injuries to Employee.—Where a custom 


or practice is adopted by employees from which 
it is likely that injuries may result, it becomes 
the employer’s duty to exercise reasonable pre- 





caution to prevent the continuance of such 
practice.—The P. P. Miller, 180 Fed. 288. 
94.—-Safe Place to Work.—The duty of a 


maintain a safe roadbed 
Long Pole Lumber 


railway company to 
applies to a logging road. 
Gross, 180 Fed. 5. 

95. Money Paid—vVoluntary -ayment.—The 
rule that an intermeddler, who gratuitously 
pays the debt of another, does not thereby cre- 
ate a legal obligation between himself and such 
other, applies where the money used in paying 
the debt was lent to one who had authority to 
pay the debt, but who had no authority to bor- 
row the money.—Newell vy. Hadley, Mass., 92 
N. E. 507. 

96. Mortgages—Injury to Property by Third 
Party.—The mortgagee of land may sue a lessee 
of the mortgagor for an injury thereto.—Delano 
vy. Smith, Mass., 92 N. E. 500. 

97. Municipal Corporations—Repeal of Ordi- 
nances.—An ordinance can be repealed only by 
another ordinance and not by resolution.—City 
of Mitchell vy. Dakota Central Telephone Co., 
S. D., 127 N. W. 582. 

98. New Trial—Grounds.—Plaintiff’s motion 
for a new trial for inadequacy of the verdict 
will not be allowed, where the preponderance 
of the evidence was against plaintiff’s right to 
recover anything.—Olek v. Fern Rock Woolen 
Mills, 180 Fed, 117. 

99. Pardon—Commutation of Punishment.— 
The constitutional prerogative of the president 
to grant reprieves and pardons includes, the 
power to commute punishments.—Ex parte Har- 
lan, 180 Fed.: 119. 

100. Partnership—Estoppel.—One who con- 
tracted with a partnership to convey land to it 
cannot question its authority to make the con- 
tract.—Tutt v. Davis, Cal., 110 Pac. 690. 

101. Existence.—That a partner has not put 
up his share of the capital pursuant to an 


Ce. @. 
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agreement to form a firm does not prevent the 
existence of a firm, but is a circumstance mere- 
ly tending to negative its existence.—Whitley v. 
Bradley, Cal., 110 Pac. 596. 

102. Judgmert Against.—In action against 
partnership, judgment, held to be rendered 
against all defendants jointly indebted, whether 
served with process or not, judgment being en- 
forced against defendants not served only as 
to the partnership property.—Sayre Commission 
Co. v. Keen, Okl., 110 Pac. 775. 

103. Service of Process.—In an _ action 
against two persons named, trading as a part- 
nership, the return of service of process on one 
of the defendants, naming him, as “general man- 
ager and one of the defendants,” is good; the 
words “general manager” being surplusage.— 
Walsh v. Kirby, Pa., 77 Atl. 452. 

104. Patents—Assignments.—A corporation is 
not estopped to deny the validity of a patent 
when sued for its infringement merely because 
the patentee and assignor of the patent is one 
of its stockholders and officers, where it was 
organized fn good faith for legitimate purposes 
and without reference to the patent.—Macey Co. 
v. Globe-Wernicke Co., 180 Fed. 401. 

105. Combination of Old Elements.—A com- 
bination of old elements to be patentable must 
operate in a new way to produce a new or an 
improved result, and the change from the old 
art must be such a one as would not occur to 
the ordinary mechanic skilled in the art.—Fel- 
lows v. Borden’s Condensed Milk Co., 180 Fed. 
421. 

106. Pleading—Variance.—An objection be- 
cause of alleged variance between pleading and 
proof, first made after verdict, is too late.— 
Louis Pole Lumber Co. v. Gross, 180 Fed. 5. 

107. Principal and Agent—Exclusive Right.— 
A contract employing an agent to sell, though 
providing that no other agent will be appointed 
to sell in such territory, held, unless giving the 
agent exclusive right to sell in such territory, 
not to entitle him to commissions on sales by 
the principal in such territory.—J. I. Case 


Threshing Mach. Co. vy. Wright Hardware Co., 
Tex., 130 S. W. 729. 


108. Process—Service by Publication.—To au- 
thorize service by publication, it is necessary 
that the affidavit for publication show that all 
reasonable means have been used to find defen- 
tired v. Wopshall, S. D., 127 N. W. 

o. 

109. Removal of Causes—Right to Remedy.— 
Where the question whether a case is remov- 
able to the federal court, as involving the con- 
struction of a federal statute is doubtful, the 
case will be remanded to the state court.— 
a Hardware Co. v. Colwell, 180 Fed. 
589. 


110. Separable Controversy.—Where com- 
plainants, residents of Massachusetts, sued a 
New Jersey corporation and its president, who 
was a resident of Massachusetts, for infringe- 
ment of a trade-mark, the bill held not to show 
a separable controversy between complainants 
and the corporation authorizing a removal to 
the federal courts.—Regis vy. United Drug Co., 
180 Fed. 201. 

111. Sales—Breach of Warranty.—A buyer on 
a breach of warranty, may retain the property 
and sue for the breach, or plead it in reduction 
in an action for the price.—Spaulding v. Pitts, 
S. D., 127 N. W. 610. n 

112. Passage of Title-—Where, by the con- 
tract itself, the seller appropriates to the buyer 
a specific chattel which the latter agrees to 
take and pay for, the contract vests the prop- 
erty in the buyer.—Henderson y. Jennings, Pa., 
77 Atl. 453. 

113. Set-Off and Counterclaim—Facts Pleaded. 
—In an action by a husband and wife for as- 
sault committed on the wife, defendant may not 





plead in reconvention a subsequent and separ- 
ate assault committed on him by the husband. 
—McCormick vy. Schtrenck, Tex., 130 S. W. 720. 
114. States—Contracts by  Officers.—While 
the state has placed limits on the authority of 
its officers to contract and incur debts on its 
behalf, it may nevertheless ratify any of their 
acts which are not void under the constitution. 
Carroll v. State, 124 N. Y. Supp. 888. 


115. Statutes—Construction.—When a_ stat- 


ute imposes specific penalties for its violation, 
where the act is not malum in Se, and the nur- 
pose of the statute can be accomplished without 
declaring contracts in violation thereof illegal, 
the inference is that it was not the legislative 
intent to render such contracts illegal and un- 
enforceable.—In re T. H. Bunch Co., 180 Fed. 
519 


116. Subrogation—Payments for Benefit of 
Another.—Where a_ third person redeems a 
pledge, he obtains a counterclaim, whica he 
may use as a set-off in any proceeding or ac- 
tion to recover the property.—In re Rudd, 180 
Fed. 312. 

117. Taxation—Taking of Property.—A special 
assessment for local improvements is not a tax 
within the meaning of the constitutional re- 
quirement that all taxes shall be uniform 
throurhout the state.—Riley v. Carico, Okl., 110 
Pac. 738. 

118. Telegraphs and Telephones—Estoppel.— 
Telephone comvany accepting franchise requir- 
ing the pavment to the city of a portion of its 
receipts held estopped to plead that such re- 
aniremernt was nvitra vires.—Citv of Mitchell v. 
Dakota Central Telephone Co., S. D.,. 127 N. W. 
582. 

119. Trade Warks and Trade Names—tin- 
frinzgement.—Infringement of 2 trade-mark may 
exist, thoueh the method and accomnaniments 
of its nse mav negative the idea of imitation.— 
Earle White Lead Co. v. Pflugh. 180 Fed. 579. 

120. Unfair Comnetition.—It is only when 
snecial marks have been identified with a cer- 
tain partv’s coods. and are manifestlv imitated. 
that the imitator is liable in a snit for injunc- 
tion.—Gulden v. Chance, 180 Fed. 178. 

121. Tnlawfnl Comnetition.—The mannfac- 
turers of a neculiar stvle of tvne. unnatented. 
could not restrain another from vrodnecinge tyne 
of the same character. under the theory of al- 
leced unlawfnl enmnetition—Kevstone Type 
Foundry v. Portland Pub. Co., 189% Fed, 301. 

122. Trover and Conversion—What Consti- 
tutes.—The action of trover being founded on a 
conenrrrent richt of nronerty and nossession. anv 
act of the defendant which neratives such richt 
held a ennversion.—Ronrer Wholesale Grocery 
Co. v. Favor. Ga., 68 S. E. §&3. 

123. Trustsa—Acconntine.—Where on acconnt- 
ine of a removed trustee he hac investments 
of the fund which his successor will not accent 
tha removed trustee fg eaqnitahiv entitled to the 
nercana) awnerschin of the reiecrted securities.- 
In re Bover, 124 N. Y. Supn. 892. 

194.—_TDerlarationn.—The doctrine that 
trvet in lond must ervict when the title nascec 
ard eannot he shawn hv a rrior or snhcennent 
arreamert or declarations anniies arly to a re 
evltine trust.—Smallev vy. Paine. Tex., 129 S 
W. 739. 

195. Verdar evd Purchaser—Contract to Con- 
vev.—Tn the ahsence of snecifie agwreement ac 
to when the deed is to pass under a contract to 
ecanvev, it shovid nace at the last pavment. 
Tytt v. Davis, Cal.. 119 Pac. 690. 

198 Wharee,—Dutv of Wharfinver —A 
wharfinger held reanired to exercise reasonable 
care to keen his doe reasonably safe and to 
evercica reasanahle dilicence in ascertoinine jit« 
cardition Tackawanna Steel Co. v. Pioneer S 
S. (n., 194 N. V. Sunn. 833. 

127. WiWte—Fee Tail.—A devise to A and to 
the heirs of her hodv forever creates a fee tail 
estate, which bv Kv. St. § 29242 is converte into 
a fee simnle, rerardlescs of the testator’s ex- 
nressed wish that ft shonld he a fee tail es- 
tate as Inne as the law wonld ocllow —Lawrence 
v. Carrithers,. Kv.. 130 S. W. 75s. 

128 Presumntions.—Preseimntion acainst 
intestacy held not stronger then rvle requiring 
express words or necessarv Im"lication to dicin- 
herit heir.—Watson vy. Martin, Pa., 77 Atl. 490 
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suit on foreign judgment, 402. 


FEDERAL COURTS, 
See JURISDICTION 
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FIREMAN, 
liability of owner of premises for injury 
to fireman called upon his premises to 
extinguish a fire, 238. 


FORGERY, : 
rights of maker paying forged note by 
mistake to recover of holder, 139. 


the ancient rule denying recovery by 
drawee paying forged paper, 147. 
the underlying ‘principle of estoppel in re- 


spect to forged paper, 212. 


FRANCHISE, 
the collectibility of a franchise tax in a 
foreign jurisdiction, 419. 


FRATERNAL 
See BENEFIT 


INSURANCE, 
SOCIETIES. 


FRIGHT, 
death from fright caused by an 
act as manslaughter, 440. 


unlawful 


GAS, 
See PUBLIC UTILITIES. 


GRAND JURY, 


going behind indictment for irregularities 
before grand jury, or insufficiency of 
evidence to support it, 7 and 
HIGHWAYS, 


abutting owners of the fee as distinguished 

. from others as to the use of a street, 92. 

validity of assessment for street improve- 
ment as affected by conditions in con- 
tractor’s bond, 349. 


HOMICIDE, 
death from fright caused by an unlawful 
act as manslaughter, 440. 
HU om OF THE LAW, ‘ 
2, 31, 49, 67, 86, 1268, 1232, 241, 208, 27%, 
195, 213, 231, 249, 302, 321, 342, 359, 376, 
395, 412, 431, 449. 
HU SBAND AND WIFE, 
ssity of curing deed by Woman when 


ne 
her divorce is not recognized where land 
lies, 22. 

privileges of married woman 
English law, 448. 


under the 


ILLEGALITY, 
validity of indemnity insurance contracts, 
37. 
validity of contracts of indemnity for lia- 
bility to third persons arising out of 
negligence, 39. 
contract of physician to give patient medi- 
cal attention for life for specified sum, 
130. 
validity agreement for payment of services 
rendered during a meretricious relation- 
ship, 274. 


INDEMNITY 
validity 

37 
validity of contracts of indemnity for lia- 
bility to 
ligence, 


INSURANCE, 


of indenmity insurance contracts, 


INDIANS AND 
a national 


INDIAN 
policy 


LANDS, 


as to Indian allotments 


held enforceable by bill in equity, 19. 
INDICTMENT AND INFORMATION, 
goine behind indictment for irregularities 
before Grand jury, or insufficiency of 
evidence to support it, 7 and 9 
INHERITANCE TAX - 
construction of the inheritance tax, 75 
INJU! NCTIONS, 
government by injunction—the misuse of 
the equity power, 5. 
origin of the writ of injunction, 168. 


third persons arising out of neg- 








INSANITY AND INSANE PERSONS. 


statutory attempt to bar insanity as a de- 
fense to crime, 347. 


INSURANCE, 
See INDEMNITY INSURANCE. 
estoppel from retention of premium paid 
on forfeited policy, 284. 
clause in plate glass policy, excepting loss 
by fire, caused directly or indirectly, 420. 


INSTRUCTIONS, 
relative influence of requests for instruc- 
tions given and oral charge by Court, 386. 
restricting instructions where evidence has 
been admitted for special purposes in ab- 
sence of request therefor, 385. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 
can the state prohibit the sale as well as 
the manufacture of intoxicating liquors? 
295. 
good behavior 


for violation of local 
option law, 


bond 
. . 
IRRIGATION, 


See WATERS AND WATER COURSES. 


JUDGES 
Chief Justice Fuller—an appreciation, 84. 


victory of a dissenting opinion—indepen- 
dent interpretation of state law by fed- 
eral courts, 183. 
Richard L. Goode, as an able Judge, 231. 
JUDGMENTS, 
abolishment of life tenure for federal 


judges, 11. 
full faith and credit clause 
alimony installments, 55 
res judicata as to 
ease affecting a 
alty, 408. 


in respect to 
and 111. 

acquittal in criminal 
proceedings on a pen- 


JURISDICTION, 

false oath in naturalization proceedings in 
state court, 3. 

jurisdiction of federal courts‘in equity ex- 
tending to appointment of receiver for 
an estate pending probate of will, 4. 

victory of a dissenting opinion—indepen- 
dent interpretation of state law by fed- 


eral courts, 183. 

mandamus to require Trial court to hear 
plea in abatement, 221. 

conflict between federal and state jurisdic- 
tion, 357. 

where defendant is a non-resident, by what 
acts, without taking up residence there- 
in, can he make it possible for the leg- 


islature and the Courts of another state 


to adjudicate against him without his 
consent? 404. 
JURY, 
origin of the jury, 65. 
use of intoxicating liquor by juror. as 
ground for a new trial, 312. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT, 
responsibility of amendment for personal 
injuries in non-observance of covenant 
to repair, 374. 


LARCENY, 
larceny of a check and proof of value, 23. 
a presumption of larceny from_ possession 
of property recently stolen, 356. 


LAW BOOKS, 

Miscellaneous. 
Kellogg on work accidents and the law, 
Ware’s From Court to Court, 85. 
reducing the volume of reports, 320. 
Jennett’s Election Manual, 321. 
Bankruptcy Forms Annotated, 359. 
Walker’s History of the Sherman Law, 
reducing the volume of reports, 320. 

Reviews of Digest. 
American ‘Digest, Vol. 8, 359. 


66. 


431. 
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Reviews of Encyclopedias. 
Encyclopedia of Evidence, Vol. 14, 31. 
American and English Encyclopedia of Law 


and Practice, Vol. 4, 67. 

Cyclopedia of Law and Procedure, Vol. 35, 
67. 

Review of Reports. 

American State Reports, Vols. 130 and 131, 
67. 

American State Reports, volume 132, 321. 

State Railway Reports, Vol. 2 


American State Reports, Vol. 138, 431. 
Review of Statutes. 
Federal Penal Code 1910, 431. 
Reviews of Text Books. 
Elkin’s and Glenn’s Secret Liens and Re- 
puted Ownership, 31. j 
Martyn’s Modern Law of Labor Unions, 31. 
Sutherland on Code Pleading, 123 


Joyce on Intoxicating Liquor, 123. 
Wilson on international law, 177. 
Osborne on Questioned Documen it, 359. 


LAW AND LAWYERS, 
proposed standard rule for 
ar, 63. 


admission to the 


1910 meeting of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation, 102. 

Indiana Bar Association meeting, 85. 

the nestor of the bar, 320. 

F. W. Lehmann, for Supreme Judge, 412. 


LEGAL ETHICS, 
soliciting legal 
culars to strangers, 275. 
LIABILITY INSURANCE, 
See INDEMNITY INSURANCE. 


ANDER, 


business in 


letters or cir- 


LIBEL AND SL 


words libelous per se, 24. 
ICENSEES, ‘ 
fireman called on false alarm as licensee, 
238. 
LIFE INSURANCE, 


from 
on forfeited 


estoppel retention of premium paid 
4 


policy, 28 


whether court can draw any inference 
from receiver to permit a post mortem 
examination, 439. 
LIMITATIONS, : : 7 
accrual of action from discovery of fraud, 


202. 


credit as new starting point against sure- 
ty, 367. sat 
MANDAMUS : 
mandamus to require trial court to hear 


plea in abatement, 221. 
MANSLAUGHTER, 
death from fright caused by an unlawful 
act of manslaughter, 440. 
MARRIAGE, . - 
exception to the rule that mariage valid 
where pronounced is valid everywhere, 
48. 
co-habitation and holding out as creating 
marriage where impediment believed by 


husband as 
166. 

exception to the principle against total re- 
straint of marriage, 310. 


existing has been removed, 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 
right of servant to sue before expiration 
of contract period of employment and 
measure of damages in such cases, 27. 
servant’s assumption of risk of master’s 


breach of statutory duty, 131. 
whether minor in seeking employment by 
misrepresentation as to age has the 


status of employee as regard to negli- 
gence? 302 
consent of parent as releasing employer 
from necessity to warn minor employee 
of dangerous employment, 329. 
responsibility for negligence of driver who 


also performs other services for hirer, 
29 

331. 
res ipsa loquitur of general 





a question 
jurisprudence, 384. ‘ 





MECHANICS’ LIENS, 
enforcement of mechanic’s liens against 
property affected by a public use, 149. 
strict construction as to lienable items, 403. 


MERCANTILE AGENCY, 
the business of reporting credits as con- 
Stituting. interstate commerce, 201. 


MONOPOLIES, 


undesirable persons, 248. 
what is the essence of the trust evil? 256. 
trust defense to suit tor goods, wares and 
merchandise, 293. 
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 


abutting owners of the fee as distinguished 
from others as to the use of a street, 92. 

validity of assessment for street improve- 
ment as effected by conditions in con- 
tractor’s bond, 349. 


NEGLIGENCE, 

See WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT'S. 

passenger elevators as common carriers 
under negligence rule, 148 and 329. 

liability of owner of premises for 
to fireman called upon his 
extinguish a fire, 238. 

some observations on the rule of habitual 
negligence in railroad fire cases, 240. 

responsibility for negligence of driver who 


injury 
premises to 


also performs other services for hirer, 
331. 
res ipsa loquitur a question of general 


jurisprudence, 384. 


NEW NATIONALISM, 
the new nationalism and the Wilson the- 


ory, 350. 


NOTARY, 
oath 


; administered in one county to affiant 
in another by telephone, 238. 
OBSCENITY, 
varieties of criteria of guilt in obscenity 
cases, 150. 
PATENTS, 
mechanical equivalents in the law of pat- 
ents, 275. 
PENALTIES 
penalties under federal statutes differen- 
tiated from those under state law, 408. 


PERPETUITIES, 
rule applied where fund to be accumulated 
for public charity may not vest within 
the required period, 369. 


PHYSICIANS AND 
contract of 


SURGEONS, 
physician to give patient medi- 


eal attention for life for specified sum, 
130. 
PLATE GLASS INSURANCE, | 
clause in plate glass policy excepting loss 
by fire, caused directly or indirectly, 420. 
POLICE POWER, 
the third degree—is it a legal procedure? 
24 
PUBLIC LANDS, ; 
conspiracy in fraudulent entries of govern- 


ment land, 219. 


PUBLIC POLICY 

equit Pple conversion opposing public pol- 
icy, 11. 

validity of 
37. 

contract of physician to give patient medi- 
eal attention for life for specified sum, 
130. 


indemnity insurance contracts, 





Vol. 71 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 


459 








PUBLIC UTILITIES, 
an instance of the enforcement of a cumu- 
lative penalties statute, 185. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENTS, 
exacting commission by 
presumptively with 
principal, 62. 


agent of lender as 
knowledge of his 


PROCESS, 
where defendant is a non-resident, by what 
act without taking up residence therein, 
can he make it possible for the legisla- 
ture and the Courts of another state to 
adjudicate against him without his con- 
sent? 404. 


PROCEDURE, 
See TRIAL AND PROCEDURE. 


RAILROADS, 
See SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT. 
aggregate loss attributable to 
on railroad tracks, 73. 
some observations on the rule of habitual 
negligence in railroad fire cases, 240. 


trespassers 


RECEIVER, 
jurisdiction of federal courts in equity ex- 
tending to appointment of receiver for an 
estate pending probate of will, 4. 


REFORM AND PROCEDURE, 
See TRIAL AND PROCEWVURE. 


REGISTRATION OF TITLE, 
See TITLE REGISTRATION. 


RELIGIOUS SOCIETIES, 
vows of poverty tolling right of inheri- 


tance, 167. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES, 
to what district shall 
294. 


a case be removed, 


RES IPSA_ LOQUITUR, 
See NEGLIGENCE. 


SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT, : 
the safety appliance act as governing the 
making up of a train, 165. 


SALES, 

right of subscriber to serial set of law 
books to sell before completion of set, 
and insist on continuance of deliveries, 
368. 

property sold for cash and delivery made 
without condition being enforced so far 
as bona fide purchasers are concerned, 
394. 


STARE DECISIS, 
See COURTS. 


STREETS, 
See niGHWAYS. 


TAXATION, 
See INHERITANCE TAX. 
the collectibility of a franchise tax in a 
foreign jurisdiction, 419. 
the immorality of personal property aSsess- 
ment, 141. 


TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES. 
oath administered in one county 


to affiant 
in another by telephone, 238. 


THIRD DEGREE, 
See CRIMINAL TRIAL AND PROCEDURE. 


TITLE REGISTRATION, 


advisability of adopting Torren’s law, 28. 





TRESPASSING, 
aggregate loss attributable to trespassers 
on railroad tracks, 73. 


TORREN’S SYSTEM, 
advisability of adopting Torren’s law, 28. 
TRIAL AND PROCEDURE, 

as to instructions, see INSTRUCTIONS. 

opening statement as authorizing dispos!- 
tion of case, 83. 

principles of practice reform, 221. 

disposing of questions of fact by a single 
trial, 255. 

expedition and certainty in judicial 
cedure the next great reform, 291. 

portions of decisions which relate solely 
to procedure and practice, 309. 

mental attitudes of bench and bar toward 
reform in judicial procedure contrasted, 
27. 

simplification of legal procedure—expedi- 
ency must not sacrifice principle, 330. 

co-operation between bench and bar in re- 
form judicial procedure, 365. 

technicality — v. substantial 
England, 385. 


pro- 


justice in 


TRUST COMPANY, 
See BANKKS AND BANKING. 


TRUSTS AND TRUSTEES, 
bequests for masses and 
pending on right of 
trust, 4. 
where educational institution has incapaci- 
tated itself to carry out the conditions 
of a gift, 203. 


validity as de- 
state to enforce 


UNDESIRABLE PERSONS, 
undesirable persons,—a corporate monopo- 
ly, 248 


UNFAIR TRADE, 
unfair competition in the 
poration trade name, 239. 
right of a domestic corporation to use its 
corporate name in trade where this cre- 

ates unfair competition, 367. 


USURY, 
exacting commission by 
presumptively with 
principal, 62. 


WATERS AND WATER COURSES, 
owner of a prior irrigation right to water 
for direct application, privileged to 
store same for future use, 58. 


WILLS, 

jurisdiction of federal courts in equity ex- 
tending to appointment of receiver for 
an estate pending probate of will, 4. 

bequests for masses and validity as de- 
pending on right of state to enforce 
trust, 4. 

contracts testamentary in 
inter vivos, 74. 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY, 
as respects the maxims 
the common law, 1. 


WITNESSES, 
communication by 
vealed by agent 
livery, 438. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS, 

progress of the movement for workmen’s 
compensation legislation, 91. 

some suggestions for proposed employer’s 
liability laws, 175, 18d. 

constitutionality of workmen’s compensa- 
tion law, 273, 447. 

the necessity and advisability of certainty 
for relief for workingmen in dangerous 
empluvuyment, 291. 

construction of England act = to injury 
in course of employment, 31 

workmen’s- compensation Re ‘professional 
mis-conduct, 319. 

some defense of claims under the work- 
men’s compensation act of England, 349. 





use of a cor- 


agent of lender as 
knowledge of his 


nature and gifts 


and principles of 


husband to wife re- 
intrusted with its de- 
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Abatement and Revival—action for injuries 
178; death of joint debtor, 303; federal 
courts, 196; pendency of another action, 12, 
124, 178, 2382: personal liability for torts, 
432; pleading, 413; purchase money notes, 
86; statutes, 432; transfer of interest, 86. 


Accident Insurance—acceptance of application, 
450: construction of contract, 13: notice of 
accident, 13. 


Accord and Satisfaction—compromise and set 
tlement, 32, 322; consideration, 303; ele- 
ments, 124; evidence, 343; liquidated claim. 
413; part payment, 68; what constitutes, 196. 


Account—equitable action, 86; jurisdiction, 360. 


Account Stated—account rendered, 142; assent 
of debtor, 377; necessity of assent, 124; right 
of action, 142. 


Acknowledgment—chattel mortgage, 196: deed 
of married woman, 322; execution in foreign 
state, 360; judicial function, 322: married 
woman, 286; notaries, 86; presumptions, 86; 
privy examination, 232. 


Action—accounting, 413; actionable fraud, 124. 
cause of action, 377; civil or criminal, 322: 
consolidating, 286: demand, 343: fictitious 
actions, 142; grounds, 142; joinder of causes, 
50, 68, 250, 303, 377; persons entitled to. 360: 
pleading, 268; trespass to try title, 124. 

Action on the CasSe—declaration, 196. 


Adjoining Landowners—lateral support, 178; use 
of premises, 86; use of property; 142 


Admiralty—effect of state legislation, 86. 


Adoption—agreement to adopt, 32. 


Adverse Possession—actual possession, 413; bur- 
den of proof, 160, 450; character of posses- 
sion, 86; chattels, 68; color of title, 13, 214, 
250; constructive possession, 377; deeds, 432; 
duration and continuity, 303; effect of pay- 
ing taxes, 214; extent of possession, 178; 
good faith, 322; highways, 413; hostile pos- 
session, 196, 214; interlapping patents, 124; 
mistake, 250; nature of possession, 148, 268, 
360; notoriety, 250; ouster, 232; payment of 
taxes, 13; permissive use, 250; persors 
against whom prescription may run, 32; 





property of state, 32; sufficiency, 68; title 
of entrymen, 232; title which may b2 di- 
vested, 396; user, 377 


Aliens—authority to deport, 50; naturalizat‘on. 
196; right to enter United States, 450; right 
to hold real estate, 360. 


Alteration of Instruments—burden of proof, 56; 
change of grantee, 214; effect of material 
alteration, 68. 


Animals—injury to hired animals, 214; killing 
dogs, 104; railroads, 124; stock laws, 178. 








Appeal and Error—amendment of pleadings, 178; 
assignment of error, 104, 214; consolidated 
actions, 124; contradictory instructions, 142; 
decisions appealable, 13; decisions of speclai 
tribunal, 214; effect of dismissal, 124; find- 
ings, 214: instructions, 214; jurisdictional 
amount, 413: law of the case, 13; liability of 
surety, 303; moot question, 68; new trial, 
104; parties, 13: record, 178: reversal and 
dismissal, 178; review, 178, 214; rulings on 
evidence, 214: settled case, 178; ‘voluntary 
non-suit, 86, 142. 


Appearance—general 
and special, 68. 


appearance, 303; general 


Arbitration and Award—consideration, 214; 
right to vacation, 432. 


Arrest—validity, 68. 


Assault and Battery—admissibility of evidence, 
178; damages, 286; mitigation of damages, 
450; self-defense, 396; use of deadly weapon, 
396. 


Assignments—assent of debtor, 124; chose in 
action, 104; claim for services, 214; con- 
tracts for goods to be manufactured, 396; 
equitable assignments, 396, 413; public of- 
ficers, 413; sale of assets, 413; unaccepted 
draft, 104. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors—action by 
assignee, 303; contracts, 32; effect, 68, 142; 
good faith, 286; money fraudulently obtain- 
ed, 196. 


Associations—operation of telephone, 104; power 
to hold property, 303; relation of members, 
50; suit against by name, 50. 
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Assumpsit, Action of—breach of implied warran- | 
ty, 303; contract performed in part, 50; evi- 
dence, 286; when lies, 146 


\ttachment—attorney’s fees, 232; corporate 
stock, 160; grounds, 124; jurisdiction, 124; 
mortgaged property, 214; nature of claim, 
377; nonresidence, 13; rights of intervener, 
343: waiver of title, 13. 


Attorney and Client—acts of attorney, 250; at- 
torney’s lien, 322, 413, 432; authority, 13; 
authority of attorney, 250; breach of duty 
by attorney, 360; compensation, 68, 214; con- 
tract for services, 32; costs of disbarment 


oe; 





proceedings, 322; dealings between, 413; 
disbarment, 104, 286; disbarment proceed- 
ings, 303; duties of attorney, 250; liability 
of attorneys to adverse parties, 32; liens, 
104, 250; purchase of client’s interest, 138: | 
summary proceedings, 413; termination of 
relation, 142. | 

jatl—capital offenses, 196; recognizance on ap- | 
peal, 86. | 

Bailment—conversion, 13; duty of bailee, 413; 
landlord and tenant, 124. 


Bankruptcy—accounting, 432; action by trustee, 


160; acts of bankruptcy, 85, 142, 214, 432: 
adjudication, 32; administration of estate, 
196, 322; allowance of claims, 450; amend- 


ment of schedule, 86, 142; annuities, 268; ap- 
peal, 250; appointment of receiver, 104,° 322, 
360; assessment of stockholder, 178; assets, 
142, 268; assets in other state, 13; assign- 
ment of accounts, 250; attachment, 343; at- 
torney, 268; bank deposit, 250; bankruptcy 
of surviving partner, 14; bonds of corpora- 
tion, 360; brewery, 196; bulk sales, 268; 
burden of proof, 450; chattel mortgages, 
86, 178; claim by third person, 432; claims 
against estate, 50, 104, 160, 432; compensa- 
tion of attorney, 360; compensation of ref- 
eree, 360; composition, 450; concealment of 
assets, 413; conditional sale, 268, 343: condi- 


tional sale contract, 432: construction of 
bankruptcy, 68; contempt, 104, 268; con- 
tempt proceedings, 413; contingent interest 


in property, 160; contingent remainders, 
160; contract of sale, 104; corporations, 142, 
232; debt created by fraud, 13; debts enti- 
tled to priority, 413; delinquent taxes, 178; 
discharge, 50, 160, 178, 343, 396, 413, 432: 
distribution of estate, 232; distribution of 
funds, 232; duty of trustee, 13; equ‘ty prac- 
tice, 178; evidence, 432: examination of 
bankrupt, 432; examination of third person, 
432; exemptions, 68 104, 450: false state- 
ments, 13, 50, 450; fees of attorney for cred- 
itors, 160; filing petition, 286: finding of 
special master, 432; fraud of buyer, 360: 
fraudulent conveyance, 14; fraudulent pref- 
erence, 14; fraudulent transactions, 45%: 
fraudulent transfers, 450; garnishment, 450: 
crounds for refusal of discharge, 50: home- 
stead exemption, 432, 450: individual cred- 
itors, 142; insurance policies, 68; intent to 
defraud creditors, 86: intervening creditors 
68; involuntary vetition 450: involuntary 
proceedings, 50, 432: judgments, 286: juris- 
diction, 104, 178, 232, 450: landlord and 
tenant, 414; laundry, 251: lease to new cor- 
roration, 432; liens acquired by legal pro- 
‘eedings, 232, 251; liens of property of bank- 
rup., 432; life insurance policies, 433: money 
received by bankrupt, 14: mortgage, 251; 
offer of compromise, 251; order to show 
cause, 142; order to turn over property, 14; 
partnership estates, 14, 179, 343: payment by 


receiver, 414; petitions, 433; pleading 239: 
pledges, 104, 450; power of trustee. 396: 
preferences, 68, 142, 179, 196, 232, 343, 414° 


423. 450, 451: preferences by partners. 433: 
preferential mortgage, 104: preferred claims, 
451; proceedings in rem, 160: proceedings to 
eStablish Hen, 433: property constituting 


1omestead, 451; property in hands of third 
person, 483; property passing to trustee, 


14 





86, 322 property purchased on condi- 


tional sale, 250; property vesting in trustee, 
14; protection of bankrupt from arrest, 394; 
receiver’s certificate, 414; reformation of in- 
strument, 32; removal of fixtures on lease- 
hold, 414; rescission, 268; reversion to bank- 


rupt, 268; right of insolvent, 160; rignt 
of trustee to recover, 250; rights of 
creditors, 160; right to discharge, 433: 
sale of property, 50, 451; secured 
creditors, 104; selection of trustee, 414; 
state insolvency laws, 86; suits by 
trustee, 14; summary proceedings by 
trustee. 50: superseding state law, 250; 


surrender of assets, 86; temporary receivers, 
148, 160: time for entering appearance, 50; 
title of trustee, 69, 160, 322; transfer of as- 
sets, 179: trustee, 268: unpaid stock sub- 
scriptions, 143; use of hankrupt’s books, 179; 
voluntary wetition, 303: wage earner, 250; 
who may be adjudged, 143. 


Banks and Banking—acts of cashier, 178: aid- 
ine and abetting misapplication of funds, 
50: assignment of certificate of deposit, 303; 


authority of cashier, 196: collections, 268; 
deposits. 322: drafts, 396; forgery, 343: 
fraud, 232: fraud of cashier, 433; illegally 


declared dividend, 451; liability of bank for 
collection, 322: liability of cashier to bank, 
488, national banks, 14, 143. 251; payment of 
checks, 86: payment of forged checks, 1438, 
396: powers, 14; powers of cashier. 451; 
purchase of property, 322; purpose of sur- 
nius, 198: rules, 286: stockholders’ liability, 
69, 251, 322; suit on deposit certificate, 104. 


enforcement of 
under stat- 


Bastards—acknowledement, 51: 
support order, 69; proceedings 
utes, 51, 69. 


Reneficial Associations—charities, 396. 


Benefit Societies—breach of warranty, 360; bur- 
den of proving suicide, 214; change of bene- 
ficiary, 14; default in assessments, 451; ex- 
pulsion of member, 143; forfeiture of insur- 


ance, 214, 414: indorsement on check, 451; 
membership, 360: plan of insurance, 32; 
presumption of death, 414; service of pro- 
cess, 179; suicide, 196; transfers, 451; valid- 
ity of by-law, 451; validity of policy pro- 
vision, 214: waiver. 303; warranties, 303; 
what law governs, 396. 


Bigamy—proof of first marriage, 105. 


Bill of Lading—evidence, 286. 


Bills and Notes—acceptance, 145; action on lost 
note, 32; actions, 105; assignments, 143; at- 
torney’s fees, 215, 360, 377; authority of 
agent, 360; bonafide purchase, 179, 322; 
caveat emptor, 124; certificate of deposit, 
250: co-makers, 143; consideration, 14, 377; 
demand notes, 196; effect of forged indorse- 
ments, 86; evidence of payment, 396; ex- 
change charges, 303; execution and delivery, 
322: false representations, 232; forgery, 232, 
286: fraud, 105; indorsement, 4338; interest, 
343, 414: joint maker, 179; lost instruments, 
215: negotiability, 343, 433; notes payable 
at bank, 14: ownershiv, 14; payment before 
maturity, 396: payment of checks, 215; place 
of contract, 286; presentation, 179; present- 
ment, 322: presentment and notice of non- 
payment, 32: presumption of ownership, 69; 
release of indorser, 14; renewal, 414; time 
of pavment, 396; unpaid check, 250; usury, 
286: validity, 14. 


Boundaries—acquiescence, 143; action to estab- 
lish, 195: determination, 124; establishment, 
179: h‘'ghwavs, 232: roadways, 251; varia- 


tions of compass, 32 


oc. 


Breach of Marriage Promise—chastity, 286; con- 
tract, 69; evidence, 14. 


Bridges—guard rails, 286. 
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Brokers—authority, 105; authority to _ collect, 
143; commissions, 14, 215, 251, 303, 322, 360, 
433; compensation, 51, 105, 268, 451: com- 
pensation from both parties, 303; contract 
of employment, 179; duty to compensate, 
433; employment, 323; exclusive agency, 
251; fiduciary relations, 14; implied contract, 
32; real estate agents, 377; revocation of 
agency, 179; revocation of authority, 303; 
right to commissions, 14, 32, 196; right to 
compensation, 15, 414; unlawful acts, 69. 


Building and Loan Associations—bankruptcy of 
member, 451. 


Burglary—elements, 323; variance, 360. 


Cancellation of Instruments—cloud on title, 
343; discretion of court, 87; insane persons, 
232; jurisdiction of equity, 196; laches, 360; 
parties, 396; right to cancellation, 51; val- 
idity of deed, 15. ; 





Carriers—assault by servant 286; bill of lading, 
51, 197, 343; carriage of goods, 32; claims 
against, 433; compensatory rates, 69; con- 
tract, 343; contract of shipment, 303; con- 
tracts limiting common law liability, 143; 
contracts limiting liability, 69; custom as 
to receiving shipments, 433; delay, 268; de- 
freight, 179; delivery of goods, 51; delivery 
fre‘ght, 179; delivery of goods, 51; deliverty 
to wrong person, 69; duty to furnish cars, 
396; ejection of passenger, 215; existence of 
relation, 396; failure to deliver goods, 69; 
failure to furnish cars, 51; free transporta- 
tion, 304; infirm passengers, 69; injury to 
freight, 377; injury to fruit in transit, 160; 
injury to passenger, 179, 251, 323, 414; in- 
specting shipments, 343; interstate commerce 
act, 251; interstate commerce regulations, 
433; liability for misdelivery, 232; limita- 
tion of liability, 361, 451; limiting liability, 
215; loss of baggage, 69; loss of goods, 69; 
misleading as to value of goods, 397; neg- 
ligence, 286, 343, 361; negligence of sleeping 
car company, 451; negotiable bill of lading, 
451; passenger, 343; passenger’ elevators, 
179, 361; persons in waiting room, 251; po- 
lice power of state, 69; postal clerk, 286; 
postal clerks as passengers, 361; preferences 
and discriminations, 251; private carriers, 
397; punitive damages, 377: rates, 179, 286; 
regulation, 69, 451; regulation of rates, 160: 
res ipsa loquitur, 15; safety appliances, 15; 
separating white and negro passengers, 251: 
shipment of goods, 304; shipment of live 
stock, 433; state commissioners, 268:«stat- 
utes fixing rates 69; stopping trains at flag 
stations, 233; termination of relation, 251, 
361; through routes and rates, 15: time for 
removal of goods, 377; transportation of 
goods, 323; uniformity of rates, 233; who 
are passengers, 215. 


Carriers of Fre’ght—delivery of freight, 233. 


€arriers of Goods—bills of lading, 105: com- 
pensation, 105; injury to freight, 105; in- 
jury to passenger, 105; loss of goods, 8&7: 
right of shipper to designate route, 32: 
stoppage in transit, 87. 


Carriers of Live Stock—contract for stock at- 
tendant, 33. 


Carriers of Passengers—assault on passenger, 
124; duty to keep a lookout, 124; goods 
checked, 233; injury to passenger, 87, 215, 
233; intoxicated passenger, 33; loss of bag- 
gage, 179; negligence, 33; negligent starting 
of car, 160; passenger on freight train, 105: 
payment of passenger’s fare by third per- 
son, 161; private carrier, 124; railway pos- 
tal clerks, 1v5. 





Cemeteries—character of 


i corporation, 33; es- 
tablishment, 377. 





Certiorari—grounds for issuance, 414. 


Champerty and Maintenance—contract involv- 
ing contingent attorney's fees, 33; deeds, 
451; defense of champerty, 377. 


Charities—cy pres doctrine, 215, 377; gifts for 
masses, 215; hospital for poor, 33; purpose 
of gift, 414; railroad relief department, 124; 
validity, 233. 


Chattel Mortgages—bona fide purchasers, 33; 
change of possession, 15; compliance with 
directions in mortgage, 69; crops not yet 
planted, 215; equitable mortgages, 3975 

fraud, 169%; good faith, 343; lien, 286, 377 

notice, 33: purchase price, 233; removal ot 

property, 377; replevin, 304, 361; sale by 
mortgagor; 414; sale by trustee, 304; sales 
eontract for piano, 33; validity as against 

ereditors, 33. 


Clubs—rights of members, 287. 


Commerce—delivery of merchandise, 197; em- 
ployer’s liability act, 433; interstate com- 
merce, 434; intra-state business, 268; juris- 
diction, 268; peddlers and drummers, 233; 
reporting credits, 287; subjects of regula- 
tion, 434. 





‘ 


Common Law—Source, 397. 


Compromise and Settlement—check in settle- 
ment, 361; concealment of facts, 451; en- 
forcement, 105. 


Conspiracy—civil liability, 1438, 179, 414; com- 
binations, 451; evidence, 414, 4384; overt 
acts, 287; place of crime, 451; presence of 
accused, 268; question for jury, 179. 


Constitutional Law—anti-trust laws, 1°1; bank 
guaranty law of Kansas, 15; banks and 
banking, 414; class legislation, 51; com- 
merce, 268; construction, 51, 287; corpora- 
tion, 287; delegable power, 268; distribution 
of powers, 105, 397; due process of law, 15, 
69; exclusion of non-residents, 233; ex post 
facto, 124; impairment of contract, 268; in- 
jury to railroad employee, 15; legislative 
and judicial questions, 397; legislative con- 
struction, 378; legislative power, 69, 304; 
levying of special assessment, 451; license 
or occupation tax, 197; liquor license, 215; 
moot question, 69; obligation of contract, 
143: police power, 51, 304, 323, 361; regis- 
tration of physicians, 233; regulating sale 
in bulk, 197; religious liberty, 361; retro- 
active statutes, 397; right of accused to po:l 
jury, 251; seizure of liquors, 69; taking prt- 
vate property for private use, 197; taxa- 
tion, 215; treasury regulations, 197; un- 
constitutional statutes, 197; unjust discrim- 
ination, 143; vested rights, 397; water 
rates, 125; who may assail statutes, 197. 


Contempt—authority to punish, 323; conspiracy, 
343; costs, 304; criminal contempt, 304; de- 
fenses, 233; erroneous judgment, 323; false 
statement to court, 252; findings of fact, 
434; misconduct of attorney, 304; validity 
of judgment, 125; writ of error, 451. 





Contracts—acceptance, 197; acceptance of part 
performance, 197; acceptance of work, 414: 
action on express contract, 143; assent of 
parties, 105; benefit of third person, 125; 
binding effect, 414; breach, 15, 434; build- 
ing contracts, 161, 397; burden of proof 
.34; champerty and maintenance, 252; con- 
sideration, 33, 69, 161, 215, 287. 397; con- 
struction,. 51, 179, 287, 344, 361; delivery, 
424: duress, 287; effect of violation of law 





easeaha 
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304; employment of architect to prepare holders, 269; title to realty, 415; torts of 
plans, 451; estimates by third persons, 434; agents, 197; trade name, 434; transacting 
excuses for mnonperformance, 361; _ for- business, 51; transfer of partnership as- 
feiture, 344; form, 414; fraud, 15; fraudu- sets to corporation, 33; transfer of proper- 
lent misrepresentation, 233; general de- ty, 33; ultra vires act, 51; unreasonable by- 
murrer, 179; illegal contracts, 361; illegali- laws, 397; validity of deed, 304. 


ty, 323; impossibility of restitution, 69; in- 
tent, 69; laws of other states, 87; misrep- 
resentation, 452; mistake, 125; modification, Costs—discretion of court, 233; parties liable, 
434; mutuality, 51, 377; non-performance, 415; policy of law, 161; right to bail, 215; 
105; offer and acceptance, 233, 304; op- statutes, 269. 

tions, 105; parol evidence, 15; performance, 
105, 197; pleading and proof, 434; prima fa- 
cia evidence, 233; privity, 268; public policy, 
87, 414; refusal to perform, 361; repudia- 
tion, 125, 268; rescission, 33, 69, 87, 179, 215, 
287, 304, 323; restraint of marriage, 179; re- 


Counties—assessment for public buildings, 216; 
formation of new counties, 180. 


Courts—adjournment, 434; appellate jurisdic- 


straint of trade, 125, 361; rights acquired, = : : 4 : - 
233; specific performance, 105; stipulated tion, 415; comity between a = 
damages, 51; sufficiency, 233; telegraph, 268; current and eS Ko ype 333. 
telephone conversation, 251; termination, conflicting a ft pons - 
304; trade unions, 304; validity, 179, 304; 197; discretion, 23 a te: fait faith and 
verbal contract, 105; what law governs, 161. error to ‘state counts, e 377; judg- 
414; withdrawal, 452 : credit, 252; interstate commerce, 377; judg. 

: j ments, 378; jurisdiction, 125, 143, 161, 197, 


252, 397; jurisdiction of probate courts, 87; 
preyious decisions as controlling, 106; pub- 
lic questions, 415; riparian rights, 70; rules 
of decision, 415; stare decisis, 233; writ of 
Conversion—community property, 434; devise of error, 197. 
land in trust, 51; proceeds of sale, 397: 
realty into personality, 378; sale of land; 
434;- sale under order of court, 33. 


Contribution—enforcement, 33. 


Covenants—action for breach, 125; breach, do, 
415; building line, 233; construction, 125; 
damages for breach, 361; deficiency in 


Copyrights—infringements, 15; originality of quantity of land, 361; incumbrances, 216, 
work, 105; singing copyrighted songs, 143. 397: qualifications, 397; quantity of land, 


378: quiet enjoyment, 15; restrictions of 
deed, 287; running with the land, 106; va- 


Corporations—action against foreign corpora- lidity, 15; warranty, 287; warranty of ti- 
tion, 125; action for libel, 51; action to tle, 33. 


enforce stockholder’s liability, 197; acts of 
officers, 233; assent of stockholders, 179; 
authority of general manager, 397; authoci- Creditors’ Suit—remedy at law, 
ty of officers, 161, 304; bond by stockhold- remedy, 415. 

ers, 323; capital stock, 344; claims against 7 
insolvent corporation, 51; collateral agree- 


51; right to 








ments, 304; collateral inquiry, 287; con- | Criminal Evidence—acts of dogs scenting hu- 
tracts, 15; contracts before "leoenateiian, man being, 323; ee me ge oe mel 
70; corporate name, 70; corporate property, neces, 415, cross-cxaim -oi Raiand 161: 
70; corporate stock, 215; creditors, 452; de- tions, 415; forgery, 129; intend, 38: 2ale- 
fense under general denial, 304; dissolution, locality of offence, 33; op rea ae . 15 

105; doing business in foreign state, 304; vancy, 453; testimony of sccomplices, 2. 
doing business within state, 377; equal pro- 

tection of law, 161; estoppel, 51, 378; estop- eae mee bil . j D _— 3 on- 
pel to deny existence, 180; exemplary dam- ee a. pee ge ay og aie; ‘par, 
ages, 105; federal courts, 106; foreign cor- 269: change of venue 251: character of ac- 
porations, 180, 197, 215, 344, +52; forfeiture cused, 251: circumstantial evidence, 269; 
of franchise, 215; fraud, 287; fraudulent is- civil conned 378; confession, 378 434; con- 
suance of contracts, 70; hotels, 125; indict- spiracy 434: construction 287: court of ap- 
ment, 197; indorsement of note, 434; indus- er “87: eruel and unusual punishment, 
trial school, 269; insolvency, 70, 125, 269, rei: "embezzlement 287; embezzlement by 
434; issuance of stock certificates, 197; ju- artner 434: entrapment 251; evidence 
dic‘al sale of stock, 397; laches, 215; liabil- O87: expert ‘testimony 415 434; extraju- 
ity for acts of officers, 70; liability for dicial confessions 452: former’ jeopardy 
slander by agent, 361; liability for torts, 125, 251: fraudulent intent, 287; grand jury 
33; liability of corporate acts, 15; liability minutes, 287; gross negligence, 287; harm- 
of promoters, 106; liability of stockholders, less error 15 51: identity of informer, 
—. 304, 415; liability on _ lease, 323; mem- 378; illegal sale of liquor, 33; immunity 
ership, 304; misappropriation of assets. from prosecution, 15, 161; incest, 378; in- 
252: misappropriation of funds, 106; money consistent defenses, 161: indictment, 87; in- 
had and received, 823; mortgages, 87, 361; sanity 287, 344 361: intent, 106, 361: in- 
nature of relation, 143; organization, 87; toxicating liquors, 287; jeopardy, 161, 269; 
partnership relations, 434; permits, 180; per- judicial notice, 125, 197; locality ‘of offense, 
mit to do local bus‘ness, 233; pleading, 287; 434: mental attitude, 251; motive, 269; na- 
police power, 344; powers of foreign cor- ture of offences, 34; opinion evidence, 269 
porations, 180; powers of officers, 304; pow- 287; other offenses, 323; perjury, 269; physi- 
er to form, 397; property in shares, 304; cal’ examination 197; pleading 234 344; 
purchase of corporate stock, 415; 1-urchase provocation, 361: separate offenses, 288; sil- 
of stock, 287, 452; purchase of stock by ence of accused, 323; statutes, 269; statu- 
other corporations, 452; ratification of un- tory crimes, 397: trial before court, 373; 
authorized acts, 215; real estate, 70; re- maa ; herd 


ceiver, 344, 434; rescission of contracts, 70: 
right of pledge of stock, 106; rights of 
creditors, 143; rights of stockholder, 143; Criminal Trial—assault with intent to murder, 


right to do business, 70, 180; right to do 216; bill of exceptions, 216; confessions of 
business in foreign state, 434; right to sue, pied He = a7. pares ano gg 216: denial 
125; sale of capital stock, 180; sale of prop- of new trial, 197; federal supreme court, 16; 
erty under deed of trust, 51; service of pro- findings of court, 216; importing females for 
cess, 143, 415; services, 269; status in gen- immoral purposes, 197; instructions, 34, 216, 
qe i ee a —_ = 234, 434; judicial knowledge, 70; new trial, 
ds 233; Ss olders, 61, 9, 344: 70: s ions . y y ; 
stockholder’s liability, 15; stockholder’s ti: a eS ee ee 


suits, 215; stock subscriptions, 33: stock 
transfer tax, 252; subscriptions, 287, 344; 
subscription to stock, 15; suit by stock- Curtesy—grant to wife, 87. 
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Customs and Usages—burden of proof, 378; con- | Domicile—change, 144: fact and intent. 34: in- 


tract, 269; evidence, 397; operation in gen- | Sane person under guardianship, 269. 
eral, 70; parol evidence, 361; sufficiency of 


proof, 252; varying contract, 161 
Dower—Deed, 344: effect of invalid marriage 








162; property subject, 144; release and re- 

Damages—breach of contract, 304; computa- version, relinquishment, 70; repeal of 
tion, 106: contingent and possible conse- statute, 878; rights of bona fide purchaser, 
quences, 161; contracts, 378; duty to mini- 144; taxes and assessments, 52; widow as 


mize, 125; evidence, 269, 434; exemplary, co-tenant with heirs, 52 
161; exercise of right to appeal, 2 ; expec- 
ianev of life. 4 injury to wife, 180; in- 
structions, 253; interest. 143; interference 
with right to vote, 305; iiquidated damages, 
23 269; mental anguish, 125, 216; miti 
gation, 51: nervous shock, 









Masements—acquisition, 162; forfeiture, 269: 

rht and air, 3: notice, 144: obstruction 
2 > park, 344: presumption 344; private 
right of way, 234. 








52; nominal 





damages, 70; penalties 216: personal in- 

nries 7 P ino . O79. -edis “s . . 

juries, 378; pleading, 161, 378; predisposi. Ejectment abstraction of water from stream 
tion to disease, 434; punitive damages, 16, 16; adverse possession, 344: enforcement of 


125, 216; reduction of loss by insurance, 
180; shade trees, 269; substantial perfor- 
mance, 288: time to which damages may b 


judgment, 3862; evidence, 344; incorporeal 
hereditament, 288; natural posession, 216: 
possession, 344; sufficiency of petition, 216 


recovered, 16; trespass to real property, writ of possession, 24 
253: verdict, 305 : . 34. 
Iclection of Remedic action in tort 398: ap- 
Dead Bodies—duty of administrator, 161 plication of doctrine, 180: breach of con- 
tract S87 finality of election 198 incon- 


sistent remedies, 16 





Denuth—action by administrator, 323; action for 
loss of support, 362; action for negligent 











death, 39 $15: actions, 51: amount of re- Elections—direct primary law, 305; local op- 
covery, 323: damages, 161: husband an: tion, 216. 

wife, 234; lex fori, 269; negligence, 323 

personal actions, 16; survival of right o 

iction, 305 Electricitv—eare required, 70; extraordinary 


eare, 


9: instructions, 216: liability of sel 
























































er to third persons, 70; negligence, 269, 414 
rodication acceptance, 16; acceptance of hi - 
WAY 415: effect, 2384: establishment. 87: 
intent. land for street, 198: title of Timi toe ement—indictment, 24; statutory crime 
dedicator, $23: use of street, 378. what constitutes, 435 
Deeds—attestation 16; building restriction Eminent Domain—abutting street owners, 269; 
16: cloud on ti common law rule. idditional servitude, 415; additional use of 
‘4: conditions § confidentini highway, S7: amendment of judgment, 34; 
elation 52 construc- burden of proof, 344; changing street 
ion. 125 . 234, 288, 305, 415: conveyance , grade, 415: compensation, 70, 162, 398; dam 
i firm, 252; deceased grantee, 288: deliv- ages, 288, 378; evidence, 344; exercise ot 
ery, 34, 106, 143, 198, 216, 362: estate con- power, 379; individual operating railroad, 
‘ed, 198: extrinsic circumstances, 216: 180; legislative authority, 198; property ex- 
forfeitures, 397 inadequacy, 415: mente! empt from, 288; property subject, 52; prop- 
pacity of antor, 180; nature of convey- erty taken for public use, 106; public neces- 
ince, 452; necessity of naming a grantee, sity, 16; public service corporation, 435; 
14; quit-elaim deed. S7, 378; remainder-< public use, 70, 415; purposes of appropria- 
, reservations, 362: sufficiency of deed, tion, 415; remaindermen, 345: right of way 
} validity. 322. 362; special benefits, 180; taking, 125; tak- 
ing of private property, 234; taking private 
property for public use, 162; title of ven- 
Depositions responsiveness of answer 265 dor, 898: uniting estates to increase dam- 
right to make, 161. , ages, 70; value of property, 106 
Descent ind Distribution—advancements, 37s: Equitable Conversion—agreement to sell, 288. 
insurance, 344; rights of heirs, 398. 
liquityvy—b of review, 345, 379; claims against 
Discovery—examination of witness before trial, estate of decedent, 144; clean hands, 216; 
70; existence under code, 87; production of eross bill, 162; decree pro confesso, 52; 
instruments, 398: right to relief, 323 equitable rights, 16; follows law, 288; for- 
feiture, 845; fraudulent conveyances, 234; 
grounds of jurisdiction, 198; Indian allot- 
Dismissal and Nonsuit—involuntary nonsuit ments, 345; jurisdiction, 106, 216, 234, 323, 
378; voluntary nonsuit, 3878 435; lac 16. 71, 144. 162, 216, 269, 323 
35: leave to take testimony, 144: limita- 
tions. 234; mistake of law, 234; modification 
Disorderly House abusive letter of attorney, ef « 152: multifariousness, 288: open- 


70; licensin 





S. Bi. ing it. 269; pleading, 52 324, 362: 
avieting title, 288; statutes of limitations, 
45 submission on bill and answer, 198 























Divores alimony, 344; alimony pendente ite sufficiency of bill, 71: use of property, 52 
134; appeal, 362; attorney’s fees of wife, violation of trust, 216 
125: common law marriage, 398; condona- 
tion, 344, 398: cruelty, 305; custody of chil- Escrows—deliveryv. 398 
dren, 234, 398; decree, 24; desertion, 52; ex- 
ceptions, 144; fore judgment, 125; fraud 
as grounds, 162; ful faith and credit, 252; Estoppel—against municipality, 52; by conduet, 
future alimony, 198: jurisdiction, 415; la- &7: convevance, §7: equitable estoppel, 34: 
ches, 16, 52: liens, morphine habit, 14 grounds, 398; married women, 217; mislead- 
multifarious bill, 2 non-support, 124; ing another to his prejudice, 324; mnunici- 
operation of decree, 216: order of ‘alimony, pal corporations, 879: rature and grounds. 
452; pleading, 3 3 property rights 16 nature of doctrine, 144: nature of 
305; residence, 252: res judicata. 378; see- estoppel, 452; persons estopned, 16; pleaf- 
ond action, 106; suit by wife, 24: validity ing, 305, 279: Yecital in fortheominge bond 
of prior marriage what constitutes 198: relianee, 198: warranty deed, 269: what 
ernel treatment, 144 constitutes, SS, 180 


wiits 
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25 269: admissions, 217, 345, 379; admis- 
sions of agents, 198; ambiguity in written 
contract, 126; ancient deeds, 379; ancient 
documents, 3 antecedent nego'tiations, 
198; attempts to suppress testimony, 234; 
best evidence, 324; bill of sale, 379; com- 
petency, 34; conclusions, 180; consideration, 


Fire Insurance—action on policy, 435; action 
on premium note, 253; arbitration, 305; as- 
sessments, 34: cancellation, 362; change of 
interest, 305; construction of policy, 34, 305; 
duties and liabilities, 52; effect of denying 





Evidence—acecount pbook,, 324; admissibility, | Fidelity Insurance—extent of liability, 162. 
} 
| 
} 
| 








362: continuance of condition, 217; conver- | liability, 217; effect of unfiled chattel mort- 
sation by telephone, 217; corporate records, | gage, 305; failure to keep inventory, 398; 
198; declarations ; declarations against fireproof safe, 452; forfeiture, 106, 416; in- 
interest, 88; descri in deeds, 269; doc- | surable interest, 88; interest, 416; investi- 
uments, 305; fabrication, 288; failure to call gation of claim, 88; iron safe clause, 71; 





knowledge of agent, 452; liability of agent, 
416; limitation of action, 88; misrepresent- 


witness ; failure to offer, 106; failure to 
testify, 305; foreign law, 16; foreign stat- 











utes, : fraud, 305; handwriting, 305, 362; | ing as to value of property, 88; nature of 
ignorance of law, 16; insanity, 34; intent, | agency, 71; nature of contract 324; pay- 
144; intimidation of witness, 34; judicial ment of premium, 126; payment to assignee 
notice, 198, 234, 269, 288, 362, 435; local op- of policy, 16; proof of loss, 34, 198; state- 
tion, 34; lunacy, 288; mailing letter, 452; | ments, 398; unconditional and sole owner- 
market price, 180, 452; mechanic’s lien ship, 379; unconditional ownership of prop- 
claims, 435; opinions, 34; parol agreement, erty, 416; waiver, 435; watchman clause, 
305; parol evidence, 180, 324; parol to vary 253: when contract is complete, 16. 





wr..tén testimony, 144; partnership, 305; 
photographs of handwriting, 71; presump- : ‘ ins 
tions, 126, 217, 305, 324; public rants, 416; Fixtures—chattel mortgages, 198; conditional 














regularity of official acts, 252; res gestae, | sales, 305; landlord and tenant, 71; right to 
16, 106, 288; showing consideration of con- remove, 52; trade fixtures, 362; what consti- 


tract, 324; statutes of another state, 162; tutes, 305. 
testimony of witness in another suit, 217; 


testimony on former trial, 252; text-books, 


379; undue influence, 398; usury, 34; value Forcible Entry and Detainer—prior possession, 
of corporate stock, 126; values, 879; weath- | 398; title and right to possession, 379. 
er conditions, 252; weight of evidence, 23 


x-ray photographs, 379. | 
| Forgery—efficacy of instrument, 106; evidence, 
| 234, 270; indictment 270; misspelling of 
Iixceptions, Bill of—in vacation, 180. | name, 144; proof required, 435; subjects of 
forgery, 144; what constitutes, 126. 








iIsxecution—choses in action, 379; failure to sub- 
divide land sold, 398; fixtures, 32 judg- Franchises—nature of right, 324. 
ments, 379; names of the parties, 9; pre- 


















ferred claims, 324: property in custod leg- 
is, 362; sale, 16; sale and title of purchaser, Fraud—action, 345; assertion of fact, 324; de- 
126; validity of sale, 126 gree of proof, 16; false representations, 
| 16, 88, 379; fiduciary relation, 52; invalid ‘ 
Poe contract, 217; necessity of disaffirmence of 
Executorgs and Administrators—allowance to contract, 162: opinions, 435; remedy, 324; 
widow, 52; application for year’s support, representations, 362; representations by 
180; appointment, 217; assets, 162; burden vendor, 106. : 
of proof payment, 234; claims, 144; claims 
against estate, 16, 452; collateral attack, 
234° convers 16; costs, 288; death of Fraud, Statute of—acceptance by carrier as 
executrix, 252; de bonis non, 217; distribu- agent, 144; acceptance of part of goods, 
tion and intervention, 88; estoppel, 162; 435; antenuptial contracts 52; a partnership 


expenses incurred, 398; failure to account, in land, 324; contracts affecting realty, 162; 
71: final settlement, 379; funeral expenses, contracts not to be performed within year, 
452; land, 34: management of estate, 362: 144: contract to surrender lease, 162; debt 
marshaling sets, 106; payment of debts, | of another, 162; easements, 16; interest in 
; pleadings, 435; powers of executor, 126, land, 106; necessity of pleading, 305; opera- 












362; recovery of money paid, 2384; rents, | tion and effect, oral contract, 270; oral 
2 rights of creditors, 126; rights passing | modification of agreement, 398; part per- 
/ to representative, 126; sale of land to pav formance, 144; pleading, 217, 345, 435; sale 
debts, 305; sale of land under order of of corporate stock, 306; sale of good will, 
j court, 180; sale of property, 452: services of 862: sale of land, 106, 252; verbal contract 
H administrator, 217; specific performance, for sale of land, 452; verbal lease, 252. 
5 





288; widow’s allowance, 402. 


“” 


‘mptions—pensioner, 345; statutes, 144. ance, 106; conveyances between parent and 
child, 126; fraud on creditors, 17; husband 
; : : ‘ and wife, 270; insolvency, 126, 270; insol- 
Exchange of Property—confidential 71; fraud, vency of vendor, 88: notice of fraud, 306; 
85: reseission, 845. preference, 345; recovery of grantor, 88; 
remedies of creditor, 306; right to prefer 


| 
| Fraudulent Conveyances—antenuptial convey- 
| 
| 











eetorti Siid nhac’ 945: wakoled Winess creditor, spendthrift trusts, 17; subse- 
sca pg e ACLMCRS, 29; FCCEIVIRE , CEs quent financial difficulties, surety as 
ees, 144. ereditor, 144: transfer of stock of goods, 

; trust, 270; wife, 270. 

Extradition—fugitive from justice, 144; wWar- 144; trus 70; wite 70 


rant of rendition, 
Game—statutory provisions, 270. 


Factors—duties as to sale of goods, 324. 

False Imprisonment—justification, 234; jusifi- Gaming—public place, 435; purchase of stock 
eation of officer, 144; lawful arrest, 416; on margin, 144; speculative transactions, 
pleas, 52. : 88. 


2f9 


‘alse Pretenses—gist of offense, 362. 


Garnishment—attorney and client, 416; debts 


Federal Courts—certiorari, 126; costs, 126; de- attachable, 416; exemptions, 398; immaturity 
’ cisions of state courts, 234; district of suit, | of debt, 198; jurisdiction, 88; property sub- 
234; diverse citizenship, 16, 106; equity | ject, 416; rights of execution creditor, 379; 
jurisdiction, 126, 324; following state dect- | 
| sions, 416; judgments, 52; jurisdiction, 16, 


88, 234; rules of decision, 452. submission of issues, 416. 
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Gifts—causa mortis, 453; inter vivos, 398; sav- 
ings bank deposits, 270. 


Good Will—rights of parties, 270. 


Grand Jury—membership, 270; qualifications, 
126. 


Guaranty—acceptance 306; acceptance of con- 
tract, 126; action on, 416; consideration, 
379; construction, 435; construction and 
operation, 398; due bill, 362; guarantor’s lia- 


bility, 180; recovery, 345; remedies, 379; 


surrender, 52. 


Guardian and Ward—authority of court, 162; 
bonds, 217; conversion of ward’s money, 34; 
final settlement, 180; homestead, 398; sur- 
charging accounts, 288. 


Habeas Corpus—bail, 288; custody of child, 
217, 416; custody of infants, 306; errors and 
irregularities, 416; matters determinable, 
394 


Health—fire escapes, 180. 


Highways—establishment by prescription 217; 
establishment by user, 217; injuries due to 
defects, 17; knowledge of defects, 362; ob- 
struction, 379; negligence in operating 
automobile, 52. 


Homestead—adverse posession, 253; dower, 270; 
exemptions, 453; lease, 144; lien, 345; mort- 
gage, 270; partnership, 345; rights of sur- 
viving spouse and children, 398; what con- 
stitutes, 107. 


Homicide—action of peace offer, 107; admissi- 
bility of evidence, 324; arrest without au- 
thority, 416; assault with intent to murder, 
217; defense of habitation, 270; degrees, 
34; dying declarations, 71, 235, 288; evi- 
dence, 34, 435; evidence of prior difficulties, 
198; intent, 88, 217; involuntary man- 
slaughter, 362; justification, 306; malice, 
126; manslaughter, 88, 235, 288; motive, 34; 
nature of act, 270; premeditation, 126; repu- 
tation of deceased, 362; resisting arrest, 
435; self defense, 306, 362, 453. 


Husband and Wife—agency, 270; agency of hus- 
band, 71, 88; alienation of wife’s affections, 
398: alimony, 71; common law liability for 
funeral expenses, 17; community property, 
270, 379: contracts, 181; contracts between, 
416; deeds, 17; duty of wife to contribute, 
235; estates in entirety, 198; funeral ex- 
penses of wife, 17; gifts, 34; gifts between, 
453; joint action 235; liability of married 
women, 107; mortgage by wife, 162; mort- 
gage of wife’s property, 52; necessaries, 
198; partnership agreement, 107; partner- 
ship contract with other person, 88; per- 
sonal property of wife, 416; tenants by en- 
tireties, 162; wife’s separate property, 379. 


Improvements—Effect, 235. 


Indemnity—joint tort feasors, 198; right of way 


bond, 270. 
Indemnity Insurance—notice, 235. 
Indians—Deeds, 52; land allotments, 453. 


Indictment and Information—allegations, 145; 
alternative averments, 52; carnal knowl- 
edge, 181; demurrer, 362; disjunctive alle- 
gations, 88; election between courts, 35; in- 
dorsement of witnesses’ names, 345; plea 





in abatement, 453; principals and accesso- 
ries, 53; second offenders, 288; separate 
offenses, 270; statutory offenses, 324; suffi- 
a. 38, 126; time for making objections, 
vo. 


Infants—contracts, 145; disabilities in genera’, 
107; filing of lien, 379; fraud, 107; property 
~ > rrr to minors, 17; sale of real estate, 


Injunction—action on bond, 235, 306; building 
restrictions, 217; contracts, 53; forfeiture of 
lease, 235; grounds, 107, 235; in special pro- 
ceedings, 181; laches, 107; operatic serv- 
ices, 416; personal covenants, 17; possession 
of property, 380; rights of remaindermen, 
270; right to injunction, 88; right to writ, 
416; scope of relief, 162; scope of remedy. 
71; specific performance, 435; threatened 
trespass, 162; trespass 217; violation, 23%, 
324, 380. 


Innkeepers—injury to guest, 162. 


Insane Persons—acts of adult persons incom- 
petent, 362; guardian for nonresident wari, 
453; power of state, 162, 217; restoration 
of sanity, 270. 


Insolvency—assignment, 362. 





Insurance—attorney’s fees, 416; breach of con- 
tract, 345; burglary insurance, 380: cancel- 
lation, 345; fraud, 288; insanity, 288; mis- 
representations, 288; premium notes, 270; 
proof of death, 289; proof of loss, 270; sui- 
cide, 270; wager policies, 380; waiver, 343. 





Interest—balance on monthy accounts, 145; cal- 
culation of interest, 416; dissolvency, 289; 
keeping tender good, 235; recovery, 380. 


Interpleader—interest, 217. 


Interstate Commerce—attachment of railway 
cars, 71; conclusiveness of findings, 270; 
constitutional law, 324; correspondence 
schools, 71; employer’s liability act, 253; 
federal and state, 181; jurisdiction of court, 
35; jurisdiction of state courts, 198; licens- 
es, 453; power to regulate, 126; regulation 
of railroad rates, 253; state regulation of 
trains, 198; stoppage of trains at junction 
points, 235. 


Intoxicating Liquors—civil action by wife, 416; 
estoppel, 345; excessive license fees, 217; 
illegal sale, 88, 270, 380; interstate ship- 
ment, 289; local option, 362; local option 
law, 306; nuisance, 145; recovery under 
dramshop act, 53; revocation of license, 
435; sale of nonintoxicants, 435; surrender 
acecacneiae 435; unlawful sale, 198, 363, 


Joint Adventures—consideration, 453. 


ne. Companies—relation of members, 
vo. 


Joint Tenancy—ouster, 289. 
Judges—disqualification, 126, 2%17, 453. 


Judgment—actions for fraud, 35; attachment, 
453; collateral attack, 35, 53, 304; collusive 
joinder of defendants, 53; conclusiveness, 
181, 380; confession, 253, 416; default, 398; 
estoppel, 88; fraud, 235; full faith and cred- 
it. 235; garnishment, 399; interlocutory, 
253; judgments on pleadings, 145; laches, 
453; mandamus, 107; modification, 217, 25?; 
non obstante, 453; non obstante veredicto, 
71; nonsuit, 162; presumptions, 416; res ju- 
dicata, 35, 217, 253, 363, 416; revival, 289; 
service by publication, 306; setting aside de- 
fault, 88; time of entry, 285; vacating de- 
cree, 53; vacation, 198; validity, 35, 324; 
variance in name, 35; evidence, 306. 

Judicial Sales—attack for fraud, 217; caveat 


emptor, 71; discretion of court, 181; vacat- 
ing, 345; validity, 53. 
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Jury—bias, 289; competency of juror, 380; dis- 
charge, 145; summoning jurors, 217; waiv- 
er, 270. 


Justices of the Peace—appeal of judgment by 
confession, 306; transcript of docket, 363. 


Landlord and Tenant—action for rent, 217; ad- 
verse possession, 181; attesting witnesses, 
399; attornment, 270; conditional fees, 063; 
cropping contracts, 107; distress for rent, 
306; effect of fire, 217; emblementts, 253; 
estoppel, 345, 380; estoppel to deny land- 
lord’s title, 107; injuries from defects in 
premises, 324; injuries to third persons, 
399; injury to crop, 88; interference with 
tenant’s rights, 71; lease of store, 453; leas- 
es, 107, 109, 306, 363; liability for repairs, 
35; misrepresentations, 345; negligence, 399; 
oil and gas wells, 107; possession under 
void lease, 145; recovery of rent, 453; re- 
entry, 289; renewal, 289; right to show ter- 
mination of interest, 253; safety of premis- 
es, 453; summary proceedings, 71; surren- 
der of option to purchase, 162; tax deed, 
145; termination of lease, 163, 199, 417; title 
to crops, 53; wrongful eviction, 163. 





Larceny—Animals, 435; corpus delicti, 145; def- 
inition of offense, 235; fixtures, 270; intent, 
329; possession of stolen property, 380; 
prosecutions, 217. 


Lewdness—octoroons, 235. 


Liability Insurance—assignment, 306; waiver, 
380. 


Libel and Slander—actionable per se, 270; ac- 
tion by corporation, 181; criticisms of pub- 
lic officials, 218; damages, 270; evidence, 
345; justification, 345, 399; malice. 53, 270, 
meaning of words, 254; pleading, 271, 

9; privileged communications, 235, 324, 

17; publication, 53; public question, 28%; 





4 


; 
published statement, 253; slander of titie, 
398; submission of case to jurv, 163; sub- 
sequent repetitions, 363; title, 271; what 
constitutes, 88; words actionable per se, 
306; words imputing crime, 435; words li- 
belous per se, 126; words slanderous per 
se, 363. 

Licenses—classification, 271; gaming, 181; man- 
datory injunction, 27 


F 1; nature of occu- 
pancy, 181; taxation, 181; taxing occupa- 


tions, 235; time for procuring, 325. 

Life Estate—adverse possession, 107; assess- 
ments for improvements, 325; improve- 
ments, 417; incumbrances, 271; remainder- 
men, 271. 

Life Insurance—action for recovery of prem- 


; action to restore forfeited pol- 
assignment, 127, 325; authority of 
agent, 107; construction of policy, 325, 435; 
death caused by beneficiary, 218; failure 
to pay loan, 199; foreign companies, 363; 
fore gn insurance companies, 306; incontes- 





tability clause, 127; incontestable policy, 
35; insurable interest, 181; liability of 
reinsurer, 71; payment of premium, 380, 


435; rights of beneficiary, 145; suicide, 453; 
valiuity of assignment, 235; waiver, 399. 


Limitation of Actions—accrual of cause of ac- 
tion, 35, 417: applicability as to suits to 
quiet title, 35; availablity aganst state, 71; 
constructive trusts, 235; dealings between 
pafties, 325; discovery of fraud, 345; fail- 
ure to furnish cars, 71; effect of partial 
payment, 107; infant, 345; mortgage fore- 
closure, 218; mortgages, 71; non-residence, 
271, 325; novation, 53; party entitled to 
plead limitations, 235; payment by surety, 
145; prescription, 235; what law governs, 
181; when statute runs, 17. 


Logs and Logging—sale of standing timber, 
271; sale of timber land, 127; scaling, 325. 


Lotteries—trading stamps, 181. 
Malicious Prosecution—advice .of counsel, 289; 


evidence, 289; petition, 89; probable cause, 
17, 163. 





Mandamus—against state officers, 181; compell- 
in performance of duty by ofticer, 145; 
existence of remedy by injunction, 380; il- 
legal claim, 235; ministerial acts, 435; 
pleading, 127; relief, 399; remanding case 
to state court, 271; scope of relief, 306; 
secretary of state, 306; subjects of relief. 
199; water companies, 163; water supply, 
163. 


Marriage—annulment, 163; common law mar- 
riage, 17, 127, 363; fraud, 163; persons under 
age, 436; place of celebration, 271; presump- 
tions, 163; ratification, 235; suit to annul, 

95 


a0. 


Master and Servant—assumed risk, 17, 89, 107, 
127, 145, 181, 235, 306, 325, 363; assumption 
of risk, 17, 199, 271, 289; burden of proof, 
325; care, 289; care required, 163, 306; care 
required of master, 17; compensation, 63; 
concurrent negligence of fellow servant, 
53; contract of employment, 453; contrac- 
tors, 127; contributory negligence, 17, 35, 
89, 145, 199, 380, 399; custom of doing 
work, 53; damages, 71; dangerous emplov- 
ment, 399; dangerous machinery, 89; dan- 
gerous' structures, 399; defective ap- 
pliance, 17, 380; discharge, 271;  dis- 
charge before expiration of term, 
235; discharge of servant, 306; dis- 
obedience of rules, 35; duty of master, 181, 
417; duty to instruct, 380; duty to warn, 
199; duty to warn servant, 53; employer's 
liabiity act, 253; enforcement of rules, 181; 
existence of relation, 417; factory act, 325; 
failure to guard machinery, 306, 436; fail- 
ure to warn servant, 127; fellow-servant 
doctrine, 145; fellow servants, 17, 53, 107, 
271, 289, 306, 363; independent contractor, 
345; inducing servant to leave employ- 
ment, 163; injury to employee, 453; injur 
to miner, 380; injury to servant, 35, 53, 107, 
163, 181, 380, 399; injury to third person, 
107, .181; inspection of appliances, 63; in- 
spection of engine, 181; instructing ser- 
vants, 53; knowledge of danger, 17; last 
élear chance, 380; letting of hack and driv- 
er, 35; liability for negligence of servant, 
199; liability for tort of servant, 71, 199; 
liability of master, 306; limiting liability, 
363; master’s duty, 17; methods of work, 
181; mning company, 271; negligence, 325; 
negligence of independent contractor, 63; 
negligence per se, 271; presumption, 271; 
presumption of negligence, 145; protection 
of employee, 17; proximate cause, 89, 289; 
quasi employee, 181; regulation, 271; regu- 
lations of employment, 53; relief depart- 
ment, 345; respondiat superior, 345; r‘sk 
assumed by servant, 53; rules of employ- 
ment, 181; rules of railroad company, 35; 
safe appliances, 289; safe place to work, 
17, 35, 163, 235, 307, 325, 417, 453; scope of 
employment, 181, 253; selection of physi- 
cian, 35; street railway, 289; unknown 
dangers, 17; vice principal, 218, 236, 363; 
voluntary act of servant, 17; warning to 
servant, 325; what law governs, 417. 


Mechanics’ Liens—delay in delivery of material, 
307; description of property, 325; enforce- 
ment, 236; extinguishment, 71; for what 
lien can be had, 436; notice, 199; property 
of wife, 163; property subject, 71; right to, 
53; statutes, 35; statutory provisions, 307; 
sub-contractors, 107; time to sue, 271. 


Mines and Minerals—construction of lease, 127; 
excessive location, 380; injuries to real es- 
tate, 145; location of claim, 380; mining 
claims, 145; property in oil, 89; severance, 
345. 


Money Paid—defenses, 436; grounds of recov- 
ery, 163; voluntary payment, 453. 


Money Received—equity, 345; grounds, 35; Ma- 
bility of defendant, 325. 


Monopolies—consolidation, 253; illegal re- 
straint of trade, 89; interstate commerce, 
346; succession of corporations, 253. 
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Mortgages—assignment of mortgage for debt, 
127; covenants, 417; deed, 346; deed abso- 
lute in form, 145; foreclosure, 17, 199, 21%, 
271; forged mortgage, 417; fraud, 307; in- 
jury to property by third party, 453; inter- 
est under foreclosure, 145; liens, 72; mort- 
gages by wife, 181; nature of instrument, 
325; obligation of mortgagor, 436; prior 
mortgage, 417; purpose of mortgage, 17; 
receivers, 307; recovery of possession by 
mortgagor, 436; redemption, 89; release, 
381; rents, 289; rents and profits, 271; re- 
straining removal of fixtures, 307; rights of 
third persons, 307; sales under trust deed, 
199; trustee, 289; usury, 289; variance, 289. 


Municipal Corporations—abutting owners, 271; 


aiding railroad, 163; assessments for street ° 


improvements, 181, 199; bond of contractor, 
163; condition of streets, 236; contracts, 
107; cutting trees, 236; defective sidewalks, 
145, 182; defective streets, 325, 363; diver- 
sion of surface waters, 89; dock privileges, 
182; guarding and lighting excavations, 
163; illegal contracts, 254; improvement of 
private property, 381; improvement of 
street, 381; liability for debts of annexed 
territories, 199; liability of landowner, 218; 
notice of letting contracts, 127; nuisance, 
289; obstruction of alley, 35; obstruction 
of sidewalk, 254; ordinance’ regulating 
width of tires, 236; ordinances, 35, 182, 
307, 346, 399; pedestrian, 289; personal in- 
juries, 417; powers, 145, 199, 417; public 
improvements, 107, 218; regulation of high- 
Way, 35; repeal of ordinances, 453; right 
to declare what constitutes a nuisance, 145; 
right to hold office, 381; runaway teams, 
307; sewers, 35; special assessments, 381; 
special tax bills, 381; street improvements, 
325; title to ordinance, 35; use of streets 
236, 254: violation of ordinance, 363; water 
rates, 127. 


Names— identity, 363; notice, 289. 


Navigable Waters—crown grants, 182; littoral 
right, 289; stream legally navigable 307; 
what are, 35 


Ne Exeat—common law, 218. 


Negligence—burden of proof, 53, 107; care re- 
quired, 107; children, 107, 271; choosing 
dangerous way, 253; collision of team with 
person on street, 307; collision with ve- 
hicle, 127; communicated fires, 363; com- 
plaint, 307; concurrent causes, 89; contrib- 
utory negligence, 35, 107, 108, 271, 381; 
dangerous premises, 17, 127, 417; elements, 
53; excavation in way, 35; fires, 127; hu- 
manitarian doctrine, 236, 325; imputed neg- 
ligence, 363; injuries to child, 72; instruc- 
tions, 127: intervening cause, 72; last clear 
chance, 253, 325; liability, 146, 325; liability 
of manufacturer, 146; ordinary care, 307: 
performances of duy, 72; practice of or- 
dinarilv prudent man, 53; presumption, 17: 
proof, 127; proximate cause, 72, 108, 182, 
436; public policy, 346; question for court 
or jury, 199; res ipsa loquitur, 127, 325; 
sale of dangerous articles, 253; small pox, 
325; special duty, 289; sufficiency of evi- 
dence, 399; tref#passers, 182; trespassing 
animals, 72; use of premises, 218: violation 
of duty, 417; violation of statutory duty, 
5é vis major, 271; wanton action, 417: 

anton injury, 108; wharves, 381; who are 

licensees, 218. 


>. 
a3; 






Newspapers—legal notices, 346. 


New Trial—effect of granting to one defendant, 
127; granting second new trial, 434: 
grounds, 453; improper rejection of testi- 
mony, 363; misconduct of jury. 146; sur- 
prise, 236; time of application, 381; waiver 
of right; 89. 


Notice—constructive 


271. 


notice, 163; presumption 


Nuisance—abatement, 53; cancer hospital, 381; 
cemeteries, 253; injunction, 163; locality, 
89; ordinance, 271; pollution of stream, 381: 
railway in street or highway, 307 








| 


Obscenity—indecency, 89. 


Obstructing Justice—admisibility of evidence, 
36; obstructing execution of writ, 236. 





Officers—removal, 417, 436. 
Pardon—commuitation of punishment, 4653. 


Parent and Child—agency of child, 89; eman- 
cipation of child, 72; injury to child em- 
ployee, 253; loss of affection of child, 163: 
persons standing in loco parentis, 399; serv- 
ices of child, 108. 


~ 
Parties—defect of parties, 236; misjoinder, 290; 
motion to strike, 199; necessary parties, 
89: objections, 72; pleading defect, 399; sub- 
stitution, 199. 


Partition—caveat emptor, 253; common sourcs 
of title, 290; improvements, 253; parol par- 
tition, 163; rights of co-tenant, 399: right to 
partition, 326; who may bring, 436. 


Partnership—accounting, 363; acquisition of 
real estate, 36; action, 271; agency of part- 
ner, 218; allowance for services, 436; dis- 
solution, 254, 307, 381, 417; duty of surviv- 
ing partner, 18; employment of partner, 
164; estoppel, 453; existence of, 346, 453; 
firm notes, 182; good faith, 346, 381; home- 
stead, 346; individual using of firm name, 
89; interest, 290: joint tort feasors, 164; 
judgment against, 454; liability for debts, 
381; liability of partners, 36; mortgage to 
secure debt, 146: ostensible partners, 307; 
pleadings, 307; relation as to third persons, 
182; release, 218; service of process, 454; 
surviving partner, 290; verbal agreement, 
72; what constitutes, 381. 


Party Walls—nature of agreement, 399. 


Patents—assignments, 454: combination of old 
elements, 454; novelty, 18; persons entitled 
53; prior patents, 326; re’ssues, 326. 


Payments—acceptance of check, 182; medium. 
36; money paid by mistake, 363: partner- 
ship, 271, presumption, 18, 89; recovery of 
payment, 199, 307; what constitutes, 89, 363, 
381. 


Perjury—evidence, 272; indictment, 346. 


Perpetuities—demurrer, 363; executory devise, 
363: future estates, 182; gifts for care of 
burial lot, 164: improper joinder of causes, 
363; limitations, 436; rule of construction, 
417. 


Petition—caveat emptor, 346: tax, title, 346. 


Physicians and Surgeons—hospital, 346: li- 
cense, 271; negligence, 346: negligence of 
veterinary, 307; revocation, 182. 


Pleading—amendments, 36, 253, 326: construc- 
tion, 290; contributory negligence, 417; 
eure by verdict, 72: defenses, 326; general 
denial, ‘290; inconsistent averments, 399: 
inconsistent pleas, 436; joinder of causes of 
action, 127: judgment on pleadings, 146; 
law and fact, 89: matters of inference, 307: 
misjoinder of causes, 218: motion for judg- 
ment, 417: motion to strike insufficient de- 
fence, 199: non est factum, 326: petit‘on, 
127: special statutes, 72: sufficiency, 307: 
variance, 454; written instrument, 36. 

Pleading and Practice—dismissal, 272. 

Pledges—book ‘accounts, 8; conversion by 
pledgee, 72; nature of transaction, 436: 
payment of debt, 326; rights of pledgee, 
399. 

Poisons—manufacturer or dealer, 399. 

Post Office—misuse of mails, 254. 


Powers—execution, 72; rights of 
testamentary powers, 164. 


donee, 199: 
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Principal and Agent—act of agent, 346; agency 
to receive notice, 54; agent representing 
both parties, 307; authority of agent, 153, 
326, 381, 399: authority of warrant, 400; 

contract creating relation, 199; deeds, 236; 

exclusive right, 454; fraud of agent, 436; 

mortgage, 218; ratification, 400; revocation 

of authority, 108, 326; sale without author- 

ity, 381; undisclosed principal, 363. 








Principal and Surety—action on bond, 254; 
construction of terms of bond, 72; discharge 
of surety, 36, 146, 290, 400, 417; effect of 
judgment against surety, 199; liability, 326; 
liability of surety, 164; liability of surety 
company, 400; obligation of surety, 127; 
pleading, 307; release of surety, 36; surety’s 
liability, 127, 381; ultra vires, 272. 








Process—return of service, 363; service by pub- 
lication, 454; substituted service, 164. 

Prohibition—issue of execution, 182. 

Property 
346. 


ownership, 199, 218, 326; 


severance, 


Public Lands—bona fide purchasers, 18, 326; 
cancellation of entry, 199; conflicting pat- 
ents, 36; forfeiture, 307; homestead rights, 
400; location, 290; unlawful cutting of tim- 
ber, sod. 


Quieting Title—cloud, 272; doing equity, 199; 
equity, 346; jurisdiction of court, 36; neces- 
sity of possession, 307; personal property, 
164; possession, 346; possession of plaintiff, 
199; proof required, 326; railroads, 326; 
right of action, 436; tax deeds, 290; title 
of plaintiff, 36, 108; title to maintain, 363. 





Railroads—accident at crossing, 108, 127; ac- 
cident to trains, 199; care in operation of 
trains, 364; collision at crossing, 182, #464; 
contracts for work on unacquired proper- 

contributory negligence, 18, 54, 127, 

218; crossing, 364; crossing accidents, 89, 

307, 326; duty of passenger to examine 

ticket, 436; duty toward intoxicated pas- 

senger, 89; duty towards persons working 

about eat 182; ejection of trespasser, 108; 

fences, fires, 146; foreign corporations, 

254, frightening animals, 54; injury from 

operation, 18; injury from violation of 

statutes, 199; injury to alighting persons, 

36; injury to passengers, 108, 164, 307, 400; 

injury to person accompanying passenger, 

308; injury to person on track, 89, 236; in- 

jury to section hand, 381; interests in land, 

182, killing animal on track, 128; killing 

animals, 381; last chance doctrine, 72; last 

clear chance, 199; liability of lessor, 146; 

negligence, 36, 72, 89, 108, 146, 218, 272, 381; 















negligent operation of trains, 418; obstruct- 
ing water in natural stream, 182; persons 
on track, 182; presumptions, 381; private 
crossings, 89; property. subject, 72; protec- 


tion of passengers, 308; railroad controlled 
by other roads, relation of passenger 
and earrier, 308; res ipsa loquitur, right 
of way, 308; safety appliance act, 200; tres- 
passers, 18, 54, 108, 364; trespassing ani- 
s on track, 308; use of right of way, 
236; vendor’s lien, 36; who are passengers. 
146, 308, 418; willful negligence, 72; wrong- 
ful ejection of passenger, 381. 











Rape—force, 381; sufficiency of evidence, 254: 
want of marriage relation, 400. 


Receivers—certificates, 308;.claims, 54; foreign 
receivers, 364; operating expenses, 36; rul- 
ings on claims, 90; suits against, 90; title 
acquired, 90. 





Records—recording of instruments, 200. 
Reference—taking account after interlocutory 
decree, 164. 


Reformation of Instruments—bonds, 200; chat- 
tel mortgage, 290; correction, 146; intent 
of parties, 418; mistake, 90; mistake of 

rivener, 400: r’ght of action, 36. 


accord and _ satisfact 


opinion, 272; 


Release 


ion, 400; honest 
requisites, 108: validity, 164. 


Religious Societies—judicial supervision, 36; 
membership, 72; merger, 308; land dedi- 
cated to pious use, 236; public policy, 346. 


Remainders—accrual of right of action, 381; 
assignment, 164; limitations, 326. 


Removal of Causes—action by non-resident, 254; 
action on note, 18; controversy, 454; di- 
verse citizenship, 54, 182; erroneous remov- 
al, 200; federal courts, 236; federal question, 
400; fraudulent joinder of parues, 200; 
grounas for removal, 308; new action in 
state court, 72; proceedings in state court, 
400; right to demand, 108; right to rem- 
edy, 454; separable action, 272; separable 
controversy, 72, 236 


Replevin—action on bond, 326; burden of 
proof, 326; claims of third persons, 364; 
condition precedent to action, 128; default 
judgment, 381; property subject, 254. 


Sales—acceptance, 128, 326, 418, 436; action for 
price, 400; .bailments, 54; breach of con- 
tract, 90, 436; breach of warranty, 454; cor- 
ditional sales, 146, 200, 308, 326, 400; condi- 
tions of contract, 218; construction of con- 
tract, 308; contracts, 36, 164; delivery, 77, 
236; delivery of inferior goods, 364; elec- 
tion to renew contract, 146; express war- 
ranty, 90; failure of consideration, 128; 
fraud, 290; fraudulent representations, 164; 
identification of property, 236; implied war- 
ranty, 18, 36, 90, 108, 308, 381; interest, 346; 
misrepresentations as to quality, 90; on ap- 
proval, 236; passage of title, 254, 364, 454; 
payment by check, 418; performance, 144; 
place qf contract, 346; place of payment, 
54; rescission, 18, 72, 146, 364; right of set- 
off, 200: sales on credit, 54; silence as to de- 
fects, 254; substantial compliance with 
contract, 381; transfer of title, 182; war- 
ranties, 54, 90, 108, 200; warranty of fitness, 
381; what law governs, 200 


va 


‘hools and School Districts—corporal punish- 
ment, 990. 


Searches and Seizures—blacklisting statutes, 
36: constitutionality, 272; probable cause, 
400. 


Seduction—immediate complaint, 164. 


Set-off and Counterclaim—facts pleaded, 454; 
subject matter, 326, 364; subject of set-off, 
182; unlawful acts, 72; unliquidated dam- 
ages, 381; waiver, 164. 


Sheriffs and Constables—attachment levy, 18; 
bond, 290; false returns, 364; possession of 
property, 108. 


Shipping—injury to person on dock, 182; sea- 
worthy, 272. 


Specific Performance—-agreement to devise, 54; 
ancillary relief, 146; certainty, 290; con- 
tract, 346; contracts enforceable, 54, 164; 
discretion of court, 381; doubtful title to 
land, 146; election of remedies, 108; evi- 
dence, 290; joint or mutual wills, 72; land 
contracts, 72, 164; leases, 272; options, 418; 
oral contract to guarantee lease, 182; parol 
contracts, 308: parties, 418; parties enti- 
tled, 164; pleading, 290; rights of third par- 
ties, 128; sale of mineral rights, 18; when 
granted, 326; when remedy lies, 400. 

States—foreign corporations, 


236. 


Statutes—adoption, 436: construction, 146, 299, 
454: criminal law, 290; implied repeal, 326, 
100; intent of legislature, 436; repeal, 164. 

Statutes of 
tions, 36. 


Limitations—municipal corpora- 


Street Railroads—action for injury, 218; care 
required, 108, 5; care required of motor- 
man, 418; collision with vehicle, 864; con- 
curring negligence, 272: contributory nee- 
ligence, 436; crossing, 272; duty to protect 
passengers, 400; duty to public, 90; injury to 
alighting passenger, 364: negligence, 254; 
noises, 881; operation of cars, 36; proxi- 
mate cause of injury, 254; regulations, 164; 
safe place to alight, 490. 
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Subrogation—nature of right, 90; payments for 
benefit of another, 454; persons entitled, 
236; securities, 346. 


Sunday—contract for work, 18. 


Taxation—adverse possession, 272; appeal, 200; 
assessment, 290, 381; assessment of land, 
200; assessment of real estate, 200; descrip- 
tion, 290; discrimination, 164; documentary 
evidence, 18; double taxation, 254; exemp- 
tion, 182; failure to enter raise, 200; fran- 
chise tax, 400; grounds of relief, 436; il- 
legal assessment, 290; improvements, 364; 
inheritance tax, 18, 108, 364; invalid levy, 
381; lien, 272, 290, 384; non-resident, 272; 
payment, 108; personal 
sons who may purchase at sale, 436; re- 
ceipts, 308; recitals in tax deeds, 400; sales 
for taxes, 436; set-off, 164; situs of proper- 
ty, 381; special franchise, 272; taking of 
property, 454; tax deed, 72, 90, 146, 200, 
346; taxing powers, 308; tax sales, 18, 218, 
254, 364, 381, 418; tax tit'e, 236, 254, 299, 

436; tender of part payment, 128; unknown 

owners of land, 90; unrecorded deed, 200; 

validity of tax, 90; valuation of wild lands, 

381; voluntary payment by stranger, 90. 


Telegraphs and Telephones—addressee, 272: 
charges, 308; collection, 36; common car- 
riers, 218; contract on tort, 346; contrac- 
tual liability, 254; contract with city, 436; 
damages, 272; delay in delivery, 90, 326, 
400; duty to serve, 128; estoppel, 454; ex- 
emption from liability, 381; failure to de- 
liver message, 146, 236; franchise, 182; 
harmless error, 54; liability for negligent 
transmission, 364; maintenance of line, 146; 
mental anguish, 128, 272; nature and im- 
portance of message, 218; negligence in 
transmitting message, 364; negligent trans- 
mission of telegram, 54; nondelivery of 
message, 418; rates, 200; refusal of service. 
164; right of way, 381: right to sue, 418: 
time for filing claims, 146. 


Tenancy in Common—adverse possession, 400; 
contribution, 364; conveyances by tenant, 
418; creation of easement, 90; ejectment, 90; 
incumbrances, 254; irrigation ditches, 418: 
occupation by one tenant, 381; rights of 
co-tenant, 108. 


Tender—excuse for failure to make, 90. 


Territories—employer’s liability act, 418. 


Theaters and Shows—res ipsa loquitur, 41S. 


Time—on or before, 254. 
liability, 18; liability for injuries 


Torts—joint 
unlawful assemblage, 236. 


to persons, 18; 


Trade-Marks and Trade-Names—descriptive 
names, 381: fraudulent use of Dr. in name, 
164; geographical names, 400; infringement, 
182, 436, 454; nature of trade-name, 418; 
piracy, 290; priority of use, 108; sale of 
business, 128: subjects of trade-marks, 200; 
unfair competition, 236, 454; unfair use of 
trade-name, 128: unlawful competition, 454; 
use of names, 326. 


881: intent of party, 90; 


Trespass—damages, 
title of plaintiff, 400; tre- 


justification, 18; 
ble damages, 128. 


Trespass to Try Title—issues, 218; pleading, 
? 


90, 182. 


of witness, 90; contradicting 


Trial—competency i 
36; directed verdict, 


immaterial testimony, 
54: direction of verdict, 18, 54, 218. 254; 
duty to state nature of testimony offered, 
146: evidence, 308: examination of objects 
by jury, 308; failure of defendant to testify, 
308; introduction of document, 128; mis- 
conduct of counsel, 90; misconduct of par- 
ties, 36; opening statement, 364; right to 
jury trial, 364; sufficiency of evidence, 128; 
taking statements of counsel to jury room, 
164; verdict, 290. 





property, 364; per-. | 





Trover and Conversion—conversion of check, 
236; joint tort feasors, 54; kinds of prop- 
erty, 54; purchase of incumbered propercy, 
54; what constitutes, 454. 


Trusts—accounting, 454; cestui que trust, 346; 
conveyance to wife, 200; creation, 254, 415; 
death of trustee, 400; declaration, 454; dis- 
cretion, 290; enforcement, 200; express pa- 
rol, 272; following trust property, 128; im- 
plied trusts, 400; incompetent beneficiary, 
290; interest of cestui que trust, 418; ming- 
ling funds, 272; necessity of cestui que 
trust, 108; necessity of writing, 108; pur- 
chase at own sale, 272; resulting trusts, 
200; rights of beneficiaries, 18; sale of 
property to trustee, 90; wife as cestui que 
trust, 381; wills, 290. 


contracts, 254; 
occupation of 
purposes, 108. 


States—construction of 
officers, 108; 
government 


United 
negligence of 
premises for 


Use and Occupation—liability of occupant, 218. 


Usury—bonus, 72; contingent benefits beyond 
legal interest, 54; interest on principal and 
overdue interest, 308; renewal of deed, 200; 
what constitutes, 254. 


and Purchaser—action to enforce lien, 
182; approval of title, 90; assumption of 
debt, 272; bona fide purchaser, 128, 146, 254; 
caveat emptor, 164; consideration, 200; con- 
structive notice, 90; contract of sale, 54; 
contracts, 54, 200, 290, 326; contract to con- 
vey, 454; default, 346; deficiency in quanti- 
ty of land conveyed, 18; description of 
property conveyed, 72; dissolution of sale, 
308; drawing lots by chance, 418; enforce- 
ment, 200; executory contract, 108; 
representations, 90; fraud of vendor, 
laches, 200; liens, 418; marketable 

346; nature of conveyance required, 
notice, 128, 290; option to purchase, 
performance of contract, 36; purchaser 
from bona fide purchaser, 200; quitclaim, 
290; record of deed, 108; remedies of pur- 
chaser, 54; remedies of vendor, 308; rescis- 
sion by vendee, 146; reservations, 308; 
rights of vendee, 128, 364; sale of land. 
164; statute of frauds, 108, 418; terms of 
payment, 128; title of vendor, 128, 381; 
vendor’s lien, 254; waiver of irregularity, 
164; waiver of lien, 90. 


Vendor 


Venue—residence, 418. 


Warehousemen—act of God, 128; obligation, 


381; receipts, 326. 
Waste—rights of remainderman, 200. 


Waters and Water Courses—adverse user, 164; 
appropriation, 308, 326, 400; draining land, 
146; franchise of water Co., 218; laws gov- 
erning, 308; lower proprietor, 290; pre- 
seriptive rights, 308; public lands, 418; 
rights of riparian owners, 18, 436; surface 
water, 54, 128, 364. 


Wharves—duty of wharfinger, 454. 
a 


Wills—alienees of devisees, 308; assignment of 
note, 308; codicils, 418; conditions subse- 
quent, 364: construction, 72, 108, 128, 146, 
164, 272, 326, 346, 364, 381; contest, 18, 36, 

contingent remainders, 326; contract’ to 

will, 54, 436; election, 400; establishment, 

164: fee tail, 454; .foreign wills, 200; in- 

tention, 54, 164; interlacy, 272; lapse, 218; 

lapse of legacy, 90; limitations, 272; mental 

capacity, 36; motion to set aside probate, 

308: partial intestacy, 236; presumptions, 

454; probate, 272; property’ transferred, 

436; rights of legatees, 218; settlement be- 

tween heirs, 200; testamentary capacity, 

272, 326, 346, 364; unbequeathed assets, 

182; undue influence, 36, 90, 364; what law 

governs, 236. 


Witnesses—books of account, 146; confidential 
communications, 54; cross-examination, 218, 
254, 400; husband and wife, 254; impeach- 
ment, 18, 400. 


Work and Labor—effect of contract, 218; me- 
chanies’ lien, 128; parent and child, 128. 
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Mellvaine & Cowan. 
Fred. B. Noble. 
> & Pope. 

I. G. Purcell. 

Daniel A. Simmons. 
Toomer & Reynolds. 

B. R ms alzer. 
JENSE 

T. J. Me Steuben. 
KEY WEST. 

J. Vining Harris. 
J. M. Phipps. 

H. H. Taylor. 
LAKE CITY. 

A. J. Henry. 

Robertson & Small 
LEESBURG. 

J. B. Gaines. 
LIVE OAK. 

Hardee & Butler. 

A. F. Leslie. 


R. R. Gautier. 
N. 


s. F. West. 
MONTICELLO. 

T. M. Puleston. 
OCALA. 

R. B. Bullock. 

Hocker & Duvall. 
ORLANDO. 

Massey & Warlow. 
PENSACOLA. 

John C. Avery. 

J. W. Kehoe. 

Maxwell & Reeves. 

Kirke Monroe. 
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CENTRAL LAW wins AL. 
PENSACOLA. | SAVANNAH. E BELVIDERE. EVANSTON. 
Geo. T. Morgan. | J. H. Kinckle. } P. H. O'Donnell. John F. Boyer, J. P. 
S. Pasco, Jr. Peter W. Meldrim. | BLOOMINGTON. FARMER CITY. 
Sullivan & Sullivan. T. Pp. savenel. John G. Boeker. Herrick & Herrick. 
PERRY. O’Byrne, Hartridge, Louis Fitzhenry. FULTON. 
L. W. Blanton. & Wright. Bracken, Young & Chas. C. McMahon. 
QUINCY. Ww. W. Osborne. Peirce. GALENA 
J. Baxter Campbell. Geo. W. Owens. Barry & Morrissey. Hon. Thomas H. 
Y. L. Watson. Wm. B. Stephens. | Geo. F. Jordan. Hodson. 
TALLAHASSEE. | Twiggs & Gazan. Welty, Sterling & Gz _ SBURG. 
Guyte P. McCord. Thos. F. Walsh. Whitmore. J. Kine. 
J. B. Moffett. - sy "Sp | CARLINVILLE. W illiiams, Lawrence 
Fred T. Meyers. Ae | John M. Anderson. Welsh & Green. 
” Raney & Oven. Py. &. Saffold. | CARTHAGE. GIRARD. 
! ‘me ‘ | SYLVANIA. | Charles A. James. eae aie ge 
J. W. Frazier. ; rett. Wm. B. Risse. GOLCO 
( E. Harrison Vv DAL I | ten Charles J. Scofield. : Wm. H. Moore. 
W. H., Jackson. ee ., Sparks. CENTRALIA. GRANITE CITY. 
it a ~~ TY IE NN Wm. F. Bundy. Hit LEEORO. 
Mcivay. r sue ° 
W. T. Martin. | ‘Henderson. | ca AGO. E. Lane. 
W. R. Rowland. yey sol JACKSONVILLE. 
)} Lemar Sparkman. y . . , << f Si > Ss. Edw: P. Kirby. 
;, irkman. | yAWAIIAN ISLANDS. | Alden, Latham & tm 
Ve: p Ww. J. Brock. 
GEORGIA. HONOLULU. a Aldrich. | LINCOLN. 
J. T. De Bolt. ~~ — 8 Beach & Trapp. 


pics Thom}; pson, Clem- 
\MERICUS. mons & Wilder. 


G ER. all 


ie 
| 


J. A. Hixo Axel Chytraus. 
\T HE NS. Wells M. Cook. M: age 
Chas. E. Smith. IDAHO. E. S. Cummings. inoue 
J. J. Strickland. Thomas Dent. ‘Andrews & Vause 
es ; : BOISE CITY. | if = ae John McNutt, Jr. 
ee ree. Milton G. Cage | & Be weber. MONMOUTH. 
Pebrienes pe Maes se =% a. James H. Hawley. | Herman Frank Z. B: Brown. 
y, Brewster, SH. Hays. Jeera a . J. Grier. 
oe nes i. — Johnson & Johnson. | ok a OREGON. 
J. Perry ermal Cc. M. Kahn. wm. Holly. j omen ars Cc. Seyster. 
T. A. He immond, Cir Libby. | Wilber N. Horner. Owen Anderson. 
Pp o_ = : I ia & Haga. | ~ Bags et ne y. ‘ 
It. 0. Lovett. Geo. H. Rust. — Allen Kim Joseph B. Dyas. 
te Psy “ Owen M. Van Duyn. | P. Ww : Loskill ‘ F. E. Shopp. 
W. H. Terrell Fremont Wood. | . J. Loesch. — Saar os Wylie 
. H. Terre J. b se } rlie. 
Alex. W. Stephens. BURLEY. | Frank E. Lord. PEKIN. y" 
W. D. Thompson. A. Johnson. | Geo. E. McCaughan. Prettyman, Velde & 
Geo Westmoreland. CALDWELI Joseph A. McInerney. Prettyman 
Ce be AL ulals. ¢ ae oa . ’ . 
\UGUSTA. a ; Smith & Scatterday. James ( . McShane. PEORIA. 
Are nibs ild Black- A. W. Martin. Geo. K. Beasley. 


shear. CHALLIS. 












Wm. H. Fleming. Milton A. Brown. | Mayer, Meyer & comes — 
J. R. Lamar. COEUR ¢ ALEN= | Austrian. PONITAC. _ 
T. S. Lyons. t. E. MeFarland. Thos. J. Morgan. kK R. Wallace 
RRUNSWICK. = M. Flynn. Edward H. Morris. ROCHELLE ig 
Powell & Nail. oR. Chas. F. Morse. : ~*~ Tird 
COLUMBUS. | W. Lennard. | Edwin A. Munger. sae 
Chas. R. Russell. GRANGEVILLE J. S. Murray. A. D. Early. 
‘ORDELE ; | Jas. De Haven. } Jacob Newman. CW. Ferguson. 
at o a tright. HAILEY. | be "3 Beir Neill. : Hon. A. H. Frost. 
i} McFadden & Broad- a gg aires B. A. Knight. 
“THBERT nat Ira J. Pettiford. Robert Rew. 
u L. Grantham ILO. | F. P. Read. R. K. Welsh. 
DUBLIN G. O. McMinimy | H. A. Ritter. ; | ROCK ISLAND. 
J. S. Adams. LEWISTON. | Rosenthal & Hamill | Jackson, Hurst & 
“AIRBURN. James E. Babb John L. Shertall. Stafford. i 
2 a Longino. F. D Culver. Lin L Stitt. SHAWNEETOWN 
FITZGER AL abel : annis W. Sullivan c ig 
Mc aes a ° uin- MOUNTAIN HOME. a rag AR ae nin aene ype 
a & i E. M. Wolfe. res seine g . SPRINGFIELD. 
AGH ANGI MOSCOW. | ae om dogg Chas. S. Gibbs 
\. H. Ch ympson J. H. Forney. Strawn. ae Gnaa P ¥ vente 
MACON. POCATELLO. Cvrns J. Wood. STREATOR 
He Geo. E. Gray. CLINTON. “Wm. H. Boys 
. H. W. Lockart. | Michael Donohue. SYCAMORE a 
SALMON. DANVILLE. ~“Jé6hn Faissler 
: John H. a, Lindley, Penwell & TIUTSCOL! : < 
WAR IE TT. 4. SANDPOINT. | Lindley. “( A . 
tea Gk away: G. H. Martin. es nchas. 6. Eckhart. 
MON ad . ‘ 
ro TIC E 6 “ eiadiaale James S. Baldwin Thos. J. Roth. 
OCTLLA , ILLINOIS. L. A. Buckingham. w= KEGAN. 
i J. Quince; D. Hutchison. Cooke. Pope & Pope. 
PETA AM. ; | McGinley & Wiley. WINCHESTER, 
J. Hil ALTON. | Philip L. Miller. James M. Riggs 
ITMAN Wm. P. Boynton. | “Ss ST. LOUIS. 
D. Wade, Jr. Cc. C. Haagen. | € Carroll. INDIANA. 
OME. J. V. E. Marsh. | & 0. Whitnel 
!. E. Dean. AURORA. y | Hon. W. E. Traut- ANDERSON. 
John H. Réece. Hopkins, Peffers & | _ man, J. A. Van Osdal. 
SAVANNAH. Hopkins. ; N. W. Parden. Glenda Burke Slay- 
SB. Adams. Frank R. Reid. | FFINGHAM. maker. : 
Henry C. Cunning- BE — ViIuLE. | G. F. Taylor. ATTICA. 
ham. A. A. Miller. | ELWOOD. J. W. Whiskson. 
Garrard & Meldrim. J. O. Miller. W. F. Keith. A. E. Yount. 


Thomas R. Beman. 
Aug. Binswanger. 


Mastin & Sherlock. 

















MACOMB. 
Neese & Elting. 
Vose & Creel. 
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AUBURN. 
P. V. Hoffman. 
BEDFORD. 
Brooks & Brooks. 
CLOVERDALE. 
J. F. O’Brien. 
COLUMBUS 
Francis T. 
Cc. S Baker. 
CONNERSVILLE. 
McKee, Frost & 
Elliott. 
CRAWFORDSVILLE. 
Benj. Crane. 
DELPHI. 
Hon. J. H. Gould. 
EVANSVILLE. 
James T. Cutter. 
Cc. B. Harris. 
Logsdon & Mason. 
O. R. Luhring. 
James T. Walker. 
FORT WAYNE. 
Breen & Morris. 
W. G. Colerick. 

E. V. Emrick. 
cniauel M. Hench. 
A. Purman. 
oe, Allen Zollars 

FRANKLIN. 
White & White. 
GARY. 
eae S 
GOSHEN. 
Deahl & Deahl. 
A. 8. = 
G . ae ‘NC 


Hord. 


Price. 





Goddard. 
Osborn. 


John F. 
Wickens & 
GERENWOOD. 

E. . Me Alpin. 
H, AMMOND. 


L. lL. Bomberger. 
Walter J. Lotz. 
HUNTINGTON 
Sumner Kenner. 
INDIANAPOLIS 
Bamberger & Feible- 
man. 


Henry W. Bullock. 
Chas. M. Cooper. 
Geo. W. Galvin. 
J. T. V. Hill. 

H. W. Hopkins. 
W. FE. Jeffrey. 
Aquilla Q. Jones. 
Collie FE. Kinney 


Robert W. McBride. 
E. F. MacNelly. 
McDonald S Ww hite. 
Newton J. *Guire. 
Ww. S Me Ms sate r. 
Harry J. Milligan. 
Geo. W. Pavne. 
W. N. Pickerill 

', Ebline Reinhold. 

Robinson Symmes 

& Marsh. 

W. W. Thornton. 

JEFFERSONVILLE 


Wilmer T. Fox. 
KNO a 
Charles H. Peters 


KOKOMG. 
Rell & Purdum. 
John B. Jovee. 
LAFAYETTE. 
Edgar G. Collins 
A. T. Kumler. 
EF. P. Hammond 
Charlies F. Lake. 
J. FF. MeHugh. 
Dan W. Simms. 
LA PORTRE. 
W. F. Higgins. 
LOGANSPORT 
D. Cc. Arthur. 
Charles E. Hale. 
M. B. Lairy. 
Hon. John Ss. 
MARTON. 
Gus S. Condo. 
Henry & Elliot. 
Frank Stout. 


Lairy. 





| 


MENTONE. 
J. F. Bowman. 
MONTICELLO. 
R. J. Million. 
MT. VERNON. 
G. V. Menzies. 
MUNCIE. ’ 
Frank Eliis. 





Wm. T. Haymond. 

Koons & Koons. 

W. W. Orr. 

Francis A. Shaw. 

R. E. Stevenson. 
NAPPANEE. 

Perry A. Early. 
NEW ALBANY. 

Wm. H. Roose 
PERU. 

Cex & Andrews. 

Joseph N. Tillett. 


PORTLAND. 

Emerson McGriff. 
ROCHESTER. 

J. H. Bibler. 

Oo. F. Montgomery. 
ROCKVILLE. 

Elwood Hunt. 
RUSHVILLE 

John H. Kiplinger. 

Wallace Morgan. 
“ LBY VILLE. 

J. W. Billman. 
SOUTH BEND. 

Charles A. Davey 

George Ford. 

Wm. A. McInerny 
SPENCER. 

I. H. Fowler 
SULLIVAN. 

W. H. Bridwell. 

Charles D. Hunt. 

A. D. Leach. 

J. W. Lindley 
TERRE HAUTE. 

H. J. Baker. 


R. H. Catlin. 

W. T. Douthitt 

Cc. A. Royse 
TIPTON. 

J. F. Pyke. 
UNION CITY. 

Wm. W. Fowlei 


VALPARAISO. 
Crumpacker & 

VERSAILLES. 
Adam Stockinger 


Daly 


VEVAY. 

F. M. Griffith 
WABASH. 

D. F. Brooks. 


Anderson & Slick. 
N. Cc. Hunter. 
Alveah Tavlor. 

WALKERTON. 

J. Willis Cotton. 
Curtis, Widholm & 
Slic 
w a AW. 

L. W. Roys 

WINAMAC. 

Spangler & Spangler: 


IOWA. 
ADEL. 


% Ss 
ALBITA. 

John T. 
ALGONA. 

J. L. Bonar. 
ATLANTIC. 

Jas. B. Bruff. 

S H. Rudolph. 
BEDFORD. 

Flick & Flick. 
BOONE 

J. R. “Whitaker 
BURLINGTON. 

LaMonte Cowles. 

J. T. Tick. 
CEDAR FALLS. 

J. B. Newman. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 

Jamison & Smyth. 


Barr. 


Clarkson 


Redmond & Stewart. 





CLINTON. 

Chase & Seaman. 

R. P. McCoy. 
CORYDON. 

Lewis Miles. 
COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

Tinley & Mitchell. 
CRESCO. 

Charles 
CRESTON. 

D. W. Higbee. 
DAVENPORT. 

Jas. W. Bollinger. 

Cook & Baluff. 

Henry FE. C. Ditzen. 

M. V. Gannon. 

J. C. Hall. 

Hass & Hamann. 

F. D. Letts. 

Louis E. Roddewig. 

Schmidt & Vollmer. 

W. H. Wilson. 
DECORAH. 

H. F. Barthell. 
DES MOINES 

Bowen, Brockett & 

Weldy. 
O. M. Brockett. 
Guy R Carson. 


Pergler. 


Dudley & Coffin. 

I. M. Earle. 

Guernsey, Parker & 
Miller. 


Halloran & Starkey. 


c.- W. Johnston, 
W. E. Miller. 
Clinton I. Nourse. 
Oscar Strauss. 
Sullivan & 
G. VanAuken. 
Wambach 


Cotton. 
DUBU QUE 

John G. Chalmers. 

J. P. Frantzen. 

Kenline & Roedell. 
FORT DODGE 

Wm. T. Chantland. 

R. M. Wrizht. 
GLENWOOD. 

Cc. E. Dean. 

John Y. Stone. 
HARLAN. 

> W. Cullison. 
GROVE. 

Ss - “Combe 


’ Davis. 


KFOKUK 

F. L. McCoid. 
LAURENS. 

F. C. Gilchrist. 
LE MARS. 

P. Farrell. 
LIVERMORE. 

F. M. Miles. 
MANNING. 

Oo. W. Emmons. 
MT. PLEASANT. 

James Hourihan. 
MUSCATINE. 

FE. M. Warner. 
MARSHALITOWN. 

Hon. J. M. Parker. 
POCAHONTAS 

Ralston & Shaw. 
RED OAK. 

Beeson & Thomas. 
ROCKWELL CITY 

M. W. Frick. 
SHENANDOAH. 

x B. Jennings. 
SIOUX CITY. 

John H. Jackson 

Kass Bros. 
STORM LAKE. 

James De Land. 


TAMA, 
J. W. Willett. 
TIPTON. 
Ww. G. W. 
WATERLOO. 
M. M. Jones. 
Cc. D. Kern. 
Edward H. McCoy. 


Geiger. 


Sullivan. 





WAUKON. 
Dayton & Dayton. 
Douglas Deremore. 
WEBSTER CITY. 
A. N. Boeye. 
Wesley Martin. 


KANSAS. 


ARKANSAS CITY 
L. C. Brown. 
J. ww Love. 


BAZA 

Dennis Madden. 
CAN 

w. es ~ mage 
CHETOPA 


A. D. Neale. 
cet CENTER. 
W. P. Anthony. 
COFFEYVILLE. 
oo H. Cass. 
W. E. Zeigler. 
ELLSWORTH. 
Dallas Grover. 
a 
F. A. Meckel. 
FORT eg 
Biddle & Lardner. 
John H. Crain. 
GARDEN CITY. 
Miller & Foster. 
a 2 ig RG. 
W. Davis. 
HOL TON. 
John D. Meyers. 
a wie 
A. Amos. 
HUTCHINSON. 
A. W. Tyler. 
INDEPENDENCE. 
O. P. Ergenbright 
J. W. Holdren. 
E. J. Lambert. 
Stanford & Stanford 
. E. Van Tuyl. 
Thos. 
IOLA. 
Campbell & Goshorn 
W. D. Cope 
R. E. Cullison. 
A. I. Florence. 
Samuel A. Gard. 
JEWELL. 
J. C. Postlewaite & 


E. Wagstaff 


on. 

JUNCTION CITY. 

Jas. V. Humphrey. 
=“ AS CITY. 

P. Anderson. 

L F. Bradley. 

Dorsey Green. 

Geo. W. Littick. 

Cc. O. Littick. 

Edwin S. McAnany 

E. A. Shackelford. 

John T. Sims. 
LA HARPE. 

Cc. L. Evans. 
LAWRENCE. 

Geo. J. Barker. 

Thos. Harley 

Henry C. Hill. 

L. H. Menger 

J. H. Mitchell. 
LEAVENWORTH. 

A. E. Dempsev. 

J. H. Wendorff. 
LIRERAL.. 

Vv. H. Grinstead. 
LYONS 

Fred P. Green. 
MEDICINE LODGE. 

G. M. Martin. 
OLATHE. 

John Little. 

S. Randall. 
OTTAWA. 

W. S. Jenks. 


J. W. Iden. 
PHILLIPSBURG. 
Judge W. H. Pratt. 
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PITTSBURG 
W. J. True. 
RUSSELL. 
J. G \ogelsang. 
SALINA. 
J. A. Fleming. 
STERLING. 
Fred P. 
TOPEKA. 
W. A. S. Bird. 
T. F. Garver. 
L. H. Greenwood. 
Otis E. Hungate. 
M. A. Low. 
W. S. 
EE. ¢ 
A. M. 
a 
TROY. 
Pp. 


Green. 


McClintock. 
Root. 
Thomas. 
Tillotson. 


L. Soper. 
Ww wa. INGTON. 
. T. MeBride. 
WICHITA 
John W. Adams. 
John D. Davis. 
Foulke & Matson. 
M. C. Freerks. 
Adrian S. Houck. 
F. K. Hammers. 
Houston & Brooks. 
WINFIELD. 
S. A. Smith. 


KENTUCKY. 


s,ARDSTOWN. 
N. W. Halstead. 
ATLETTSBURG. 
‘J. F. Coldiron. 
Geo. B. Martin. 
DANVILLE. 
W. H. Roberts. 
EDDYVILLE. 
Newton W. Utley. 
ELIZABETHTOWN. 
H. L. James. 
ELKTON. 
S. Walton Forgy. 
FRANKFORT 
Wm. Rogers Clay. 
T. L. Edelen. 
Elwood Hamilton. 
FULTON. 
Herschel T. Smith. 
HARRODSBURG. 
Wm. L. Whittinghill. 
HENDERSON. 
Clay & Clay. 
HYDEN. 
J. M. Muncy. 
KERZ. 
Jas. Pendleton. 
LEXINGTON. 
J. A. Edge. 
A. S. Moore. 
Shelby & Shelby. 
P. J. Sherry. 
R. C. Stoll. 
Cc. L. Williamson. 
LOUISVILLE. 
Arthur Bensinger. 
Paul Blackwood. 
A. S. Brandeis. 
W. C. Brown. 
R. C. Davis. 
William B. 
LOUISVILLE. 
G. A. Ellerkamp. 
Fairleigh, Straus & 
Fairleigh. 
Arthur E. Hopkins 
W. S. Hogue. 
Clemens Huggins. 
Junius C. Klein. 
Kohn, Baird, Sloss & 
Kohn. 
D. M. Rodman. 
Delos B. Rogers. 
C. B. Seymour. 
Wm. Arthur Spindle 
MAYSVILLE. 
Geo. W. Adair. 
Hon. A. M. J. 
ran. 
Frank P. O'Donnell. 


Eagles 


Coch- 








Vm. G. 


Wells. 
ORGANFIELD. 
W. T. Harris. 


MORGANTOWN. 
Anthony Thatcher. 
NEW PORT. 
M. B. Kendrick. 
OW ENSBORO. 
E. B. Anderson. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 
PADUCAH. 
E. W. Bagby. 
Sanders E. Clay. 
Jno. W. Egester. 
J. C. Flournoy 
PAINTSVILLE. 
J. F. Bailey. 
M. C. Kirk. 
Vaughn, Howes & 
Howes. 
PIKEVILLE. 
S. Marion Cecil. 
James M. Roberson. 
Sey ILLE. 
. Riley. 
PRE STONBURG. 
W. C Goble. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 
Ss. R. Crewdson. 
WILLIAMSBURG. 
Ee. me. ‘Tye: 


R. S. Rose. 


LOUISIANA, 


\LEXANDRIA. 
G. Purnell Whitting- 
ton. 
COVINGTON, 
Miller & Morgan. 
CROWLEY. 
P. J. Chappuis. 
Thos. R. Smith. 
Story & Pugh. 
FRANKLIN. 
Paul Kramer. 
Chas. A. O’Neill. 
LAKE CHARLES. 
L. A. Goudeau. 
Paul W. Hortig. 
Taylor & Taylor. 
NEW ORLEANS. 
Edgar M. Cahn. 
Carroll & Carroll. 
Clegg & Quintero. 
Dart & Kernan. 

T. B. Davenport. 
Farrar, Jonas & 
Kruttschnitt. 

John L. Feliu. 

Chas. 
Chas. F. 
Rufus E. Foster. 
P. C. Lassalle. 


Lazarus, Michel & 


Lazarus. 
Edwin J. Mahoney. 
Martin H. Manion. 
Harold A. Moise. 
Robert J. Perkins. 
James M. Pierce. 
Chas. S. Rice. 

NEW ORLEANS. 

Frank L. Richard- 

son. 


Wynne G. Rogers. 
J. B. Rosser, Jr. 

E. D. Saunders. 

M. C. Scharff. 
Sompayrac & Wes- 

terfield 

W. B. Spencer. 
John F. Tobin. 
Carsten E. 


E. S. Whitaker. 
OPELOUSAS. 


L. Austin Fontenot. 


SHREVEPORT 
Davis & Browne. 
Files & Fisher. 
W. H. Wise. 

SLIDELL. 

E. Elmo Bollinger. 


Payne Fenner. 
Fietchinger. 


Torjusen. 
Thompson B. Walker. 





VIDALIA. 
Jno. S. Boatner, Jr. 
WINNFIELD. 
Grisham, Oglesby & 
Stennis 


MAINE. 


LEWISTON. 
J. G Chabot. 

PORTLAND. 

John T. Fagan. 

Geo. F. Gould. 

Seth L. Larrabee. 

D. A. Meaher. 

Frank W. Robinson. 

H. P. Sweetzer. 


MARYLAND. 


}\LTIMORE. 

Robert N. Baer. 

Allan Cleaveland. 

Howard E. Cruse. 

Milton Dashiell. 

Alexander Hardcas- 
tle, Jr. 


Ww. Ashlie Hawkins. 


W. H. Lawrence. 
Lewis Hochheimer. 
Wm. C. McCard. 


Warner T. McGuinn. 


W. L. Marbury. 
Chas. Lee Merriken. 
H. E. Miles. 


Jacob S. New. 
Edward N. Rich. 
A. R. Riggs. 
Ralph Robinson. 
A. de Russy Sap- 
pington. 
Cc. F. Stein. 
M. R. Walter. 
CHESTERTOWN. 
Lewin W. Wickes. 
CUMBERLAND. 
J. W. S. Cochrane. 
DeWarren H. Rey- 
nolds. 
Joseph Spriggs. 
HAGERSTOWN. 
Alexander Arm- 
strong, Jr. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


BOSTON. 
Joseph Bennett. 
Elmer lL. Curtis. 
Henry S. Dewey. 
Samuel T. Harris. 
J. L. O'Neill. 
J. W. Pickering. 
Addison R. Pike. 
Charles F. Spear. 
Samuel P. White. 
- AMES. 


John J. Pickman. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

James L. Doherty. 
WEBSTER. 

H. J. Clarke. - 
WORCESTER. 

William C. Mellish. 


MICHIGAN. 


ADRIAN. 
Geo. W. Ayers. 
E. R. Mitchell. 
ALBION. 
Loud. 


E. 
ALLEGAN. 
I. C. Montague. 
Hon. Philip Padg- 
ham 


Wm. W. Warner. 








ANN ARBOR. 

William G. Doty, 
J. P. 

BATTLE CREEK. 
Hon. Jesse Arthur. 
Burritt Hamilton. 

CADILLAC. 

E. E. Haskins. 

DETROIT. 

E. S. Clarkson. 
Ronald Kelly. 

H. A. Lockwood. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
Isaac N. Payne. 
Washington I. Rob- 

inson. 

Hal. H. Smith. 

Ss. G. Thompson. 

FLINT 
Everett L. 

GLADWIN. 
Hon. T. G. Campbell. 

GRAND RAPIDS. 
Boltwood & Bolt- 

wood. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
H. Monroe Dunham. 
Gerald Fitz Gerald. 
H. H. Freeland. 
Reuben Hatch. 
Dorr Kinzema. 
James A. Lombard. 
Taggart & Taggart. 

HOUGHTON. 
A. T. Streeter. 
N. 


Bray. 


LANSING. 
Harris E. Thomas 
MARION. 
W. L. Kinney. 
MARQUETTE. 
Cc. F. Button. 
MENOMINEE. 
Michael J. Doyle. 
MoE Pan. 
F. Cook. . 
Willard J. Turner. 


SAULT STE. MARI":. 
Geo. A. Cady. 


W. A. Coutts. 


MINNESOTA, 


ALBERT LEA. 
H. H. Dunn. 


BERMIDJI. 

M. J. Brown. 
BRAINERD. 

T. C. Blewitt. 

Hon. W. S. McClena- 

han. 

CROOKSTON. 

Charles Loring. 

Miller & Foote. 
DETROIT. 

Schroeder & Carman. 
DULUTH. 

W. G. Crosby. 

M. Douglas. 

Victor H. Gran. 

Warren F. Greene. 

L. C. marris. 

S. T. Harrison. 

Andrew Nelson. 

John G. Williams. 
FERGUS FALLS. 

Leonard Eriksson. 


J. Albert Hendricks 
FRAZEE. 

J. H. Baldwin. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Alfred L. Thwing. 
HALLOCK. 

Edward Nelson. 

Elmer CC. Yetter 

HIBBING. 

S. C. Scott. 
LANESBORO. 

A. G Chapman. 
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LITCHFIELD. 

March Bros. 
LITTLE FALLS. 

E. F. Shaw. 
LUVERNE. 

Jay A. Kennicott. 
MILACA. 

Carl F. J. Goebel. 
MINNEAPOLIS. 


Geo. M. Bleecker. 
E. T. Brandebury. 
Cc. A. Bucknam. 


F. B. Dodge. 
Fifield & Fifield. 


H. R. Hewitt. 
F. V. Inskeep. 
Cc. C. Joslyn. 


r & Fowler, 
Willis A. McDowell. 
John J. Martin. 
Phil. T. Megaarden. 
A. C. Middlestadt. 
Fred H. Spicer. 
D. H. Stubbs. 

PRESTON. 

H. S. Bassett. 

RED WING. 

Albert Johnson. 

ROCHESTER. 

Burt W. Eaton. 
aie Spillane. 
ST. PA 

F. sil 

Alf. E. Boyesen. 
Cahill & Funke. 
Guy L. Caldwell. 
N. H. Clapp. 

F. H. Ewing. 
Harold Harris. 
G. Loevinger. 


Frederick L. Mc- 
Ghee. 
Cc. D. O’Brien. 


J. D. O’Brien. 

E. D. Reynolds. 

Edward P. Sanborn. 

Cc. B. Schmidt. 

W. M. Stenhenson. 

Ambrose Tighe. 

John W. Willis. 
SPOONER. 

Geo. FE. Ericson. 
THIEF RIVER FALLS 

G. Halvorson. 
WARREN. 

Julius J. 
WASECA. 

John Moonan. 
WINNEBAGO. 

W. H. Hodgman. 
WINONA. 

Brown, Abbott & 

Somsen. 
Hon. A. H. Snow. 
M. B. Webber. 


Olson. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


ABERDEEN. 

W. H. Clifton. 

G. J. Leftwich. 

McFarland & Mec- 

Farland. 

BILOXT. 

James A. Burns. 

Doty & Elmer. 
BROOKHAVEN. 

T. Brady, Jr. 

P. Z. Jones. 

J. W. MeNair. 
CANTON. 

J. B. Chrisman, Jr. 
CAPELL. 

J. R. Lindsay. 
CLEVELAND. 

Sillers & Owen. 
CORINTH. 

Candler & 
GREENVILLE. 

Le Roy Percy 

A. J. Rose 
GREENWOOD. 

Gardner & Whit- 

tington. 


Candler. 





GULFPORT. 
M. D. Brown. 
R. C. Cowan. 
Hanun Gardner. 
V. A. Grithth. 


W. H. Maybin. 

J. H. Mize. 
HATTIESBURG. 

Arie] C. Cherry. 

T. C. Hannah. 
HAZLEHURST. 

J. C. Dodds. 
JACKSON. 

P. G. Cooper. 


Harris, Powell & 

Willing. 

. H. Thompson. 

H. V. Watkins. 
KOSCIUSKO. 

Clarence E. 
LAUREL. 

T. H. Odin. 
LELAND. 

J. T. D. Kinnison. 
LEXINGTON. 

W. L. Dyer. 

H. H. Elmore. 

G. H. MeMorrough. 

R. C. McBee. 

A. M. Pepper. 
LIBERTY. 

R. S. Stewart. 
MERIDIAN. 


Cc. B. Cameron. 
Cochran & McCants. 
R. A. Collins. 

Cc. M. Wright. 


NATCHEZ. 
Ernest E. Brown. 
A. H. Geisenberger. 
NEWTON. 
Ww. I. Munn. 
OXFORD. 
W. V. Sullivan. 
Edgar Webster. 
POPLARVILLE. 
Theo. G. Bilbo. 
H. H. Parker. 
PRENTISS. 
Rk thie Upton. 
om R VI 
a Mayson. 
RC ISEDALE. 
Chas. Scott, 
& Scott. 
SCRANTON. 
Denny & Denny. 
SUMNER. 
A. L. Whitten. 
TYLERTOWN. 
J. Fred Fant. 
VICKSBURG. 
W. E. Mollison. 
N. Vick Robbins. 
WEST JACKSON. 
Girdlestone & Jaap. 
YAZOO CITY. 


Woods 


Campbell & TCamp- 
bell. 

Henry, Barbour & 
Henry. 


MISSOURI, 


AURORA. 
Edward 
BETHANY. 


J. White. 


G. W. Wanamaker. 
BLOOMFIELD. 
N. A. Mozley. 


B RU NSWICK. 
genecke & 
CAINESVILLE. 
Forest Lawhead. 
CAMERON. 
Ed. J. Smith. 
CAMPBELL. 
W. E. Glenn. 
CAPE GIRARDEAU. 


H. E. Alexander. 
SARTHAGE. 

J. H. Bailey. 

H. W. Blair. 
Howard Gray. 

J. W. Haliburton. 
R. A. Mooneyham. 


Morgan. 


Benecke. 








( “HIT LIC ; 
\ Chapman. 
CLAY TON. 
Burnet 
Ph Sp Bi 
W. H. Plaste! 
COLUMBIA 
M. R. Con! 
SXCELSIOR SVGS 
Wm. E. Fowler. 
YAYETTE. 
R. M. Bag 


HAMIL —, 


D. E. Ada 
HANNIB AL. 
F. W. Neenve 
E. W. Ne'sen. 
HARRISONVIIEI 
Ww. D. Summers 
HOUSTON 
W. KF. Carroll 
Dooley & Salyer. 
Lamar & Lamar. 
HOUSTONIA. 
E. B. Powell. 
INDEPENDENCE. 
A. C. Southern. 
JEFFERSON CITY. 
Thos. H. Antrobus. 
JOPLIN. 
J. Cc. Ammerman. 
E. B. Chestnut. 
F. D. Decker. 
Fred. W. Kelsey. 
Haywood Scott. 
McIndoe & Thur- 
man. 
A. E. Spencer. 
KANSAS CITY. 
A. N. Adams. 
Henry D. Ashley. 
Daniel W. Brown. 
Frank T. Burnham. 
Cc. H. Calloway. 
L. F. Coffin. 
L. N. Dempsey. 
Kenneth McC. 
Weese. 
Francis C. Downey. 
John A. Eaton. 
Henry N. Ess. 
KANSAS CITY. 
Hon. Thos. P. 
lon. 
S. A. Handy. 
Harkless & Histed. 
W. A. Harnsberger. 
Johnson & Lucas. 
H. C. McDougal 
M. J. Pendergast. 
Rrant I. 
Cc. E. Small. 
Ss. W. Tayio*. 
Warner & Dear 
G. T. Wassorm. 
B. Wells. 
KENNETT. 
John H. 
LIBERTY. 
D. Cc. Allen. 
MARYVILLE. 
T. A. Cummings. 
MAYSVILLE. 
Hewitt & Hewitt. 
MEMPHIS. 
Smoot & 
MEXICO. 
Clarence A. 
W. W. Fry. 
Geo. Robertson. 
MOBERLY. 
M. J. Lilly. 
J. W. Wight 
MONETT. 
D. S. Mayhew. 


De- 


Fen- 


Bragiey. 


Smoot 


Barnes. 


MONTGOMERY CITY. 

Claude R. Ball. 
NEOSHO. 

James H. Pratt. 
NEVADA. 

J. B. Johnson. 


J. B. Journey. 


Rosenzweig. 





= ADA. 
. R. Moss. 
tion, Ss. A. Wright. 
NEW LONDON. 
Adlai J. Engle 
PLATTE CITY. 
Norton B. Anderson 
NEW HAMFE'10N. 
A. L. Clabaugh. 
PRINCE‘ZON. 
Ben T. Kesterson. 
RICHMOND. 
T. N. wavelock. 
ST. JOS[PH. 
Frank B. Fulkerson 
Gabbert & Mitchell. 
Cc. J. Griswold 
Geo. W. Groves 
Eli Holland. 
W. B. Pistole. 
O. M. Shanklin. 
W. H. Sherman 
ST. LOUIS. 
S. Thorne Able 
E. T. Allen. 
Eugene H. Angert. 
Hon. Shepard Bar- 
clay. 
J. G. Beckman. 
Wells H. Blodgett. 
Bryan & Christie. 
Boyle & Priest. 
R. T. Brownrigg. 
Robert Burkham. 
J. Carter Carstens. 
N. C. Collier. 
Edward C. Crow. 
J. E. Dame. 
Edward D’Arcy. 
Henry H. Denison 
Dickson & Dickson. 
Hon. Daniel Dillon. 
Hon. Walter B. 
Douglas. 
John G. Egan. 
Albert S. Ennis 
. F. Evans. 
Hon. Robert M 
Foster. 
\. M. Frumberg 
Vital W. Garesche 
Hon. R. Ll. Goode 
Bernard Greensfel- 
der. 
James Hagerman 
Claud D. Hall. 


Harlan, Jeffries & 
Wagener. 
Albert E. Hausman. 


Hon. Warwick 
Hough. 


Johnson, Houtts, 


Marlatt & Hawes 
William J. svones. 
William T. Jones 
F. N. Judson. 

A. C. Ketring. 
Hon. Jacob Klein. 
~ Ws ee. 

F. W. Lehman. 
Geo. R. Lockwood 


L. McDaniel. 

Hon. Jesse A. Me- 
Donald. 
Frederick A. 

all 
Carl Otto. 
Hon. Matt G. 

olds. 
Alexander 
A. H. 
E. S. 
Hon. 


May- 


Reyn- 


Rahm 
Robbins. 
Robert. 
Virgil Rule 
Hon. O'Neill Ryan. 
Wm. Sacks. 
Seullin & Chopin 
Louis A. Steber. 
Stern & Haberman 
A. M. Sullivan. 
Charles Summers 


Hon. Daniel G. Tay- 
lor. 

E. H. Taylor. 

John C. Vaughan 

Hugh K. Wagner 

Sam H. West. 


Jeseph Wheless 
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ST. LOUIS. 

Chas. P. Williams. 

Tyrrell Williams. 
ST. MARY’S. 

T. B. Whitledge. 
SALEM. 

J. D. Guston. 
SEDALIA. 

J. Hi. Bothwell. 

P. H. Sangree. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

T. J. Delaney. 

Louis P. 

Jno. S. 

A. B. Lovan. 

E. Merritt. 

O. H. Travers. 

Wright Bros. & 

Blair. 

TRENTON. 

Platt Hubbell. 
VAN BUREN. 

Garry H. Yount 


Ernst. 


MONTANA. 


ANACONDA. 
J. H. Duffy. 
BELGRADE. 
Walter Aitken. 
BILLINGS. 
W. R. Swank. 
BUTTE. 
William F. Barta. 
John F. Davies. 
M. J. English. 
Maury & Temple- 
man. 
DILLON. 
J. B. Poindexter. 
FORSYTH. 
Pr. Vv. 
GLASGOW. 
Geo. F. Hurd. 
GREAT FALLS. 
Ransom Cooper. 
Jas. W. Freeman. 
W. H. Meigs. 
HAMILTON. 


Collins. 


R. A. O'Hara. 
HELENA 
H. G. McIntire. 


LEWISTON. 

Edgar G. Worden. 
LIVINGSTON. 

Miller & O’Connor. 

A. P. Stark 
ROUNDUP. 

Cc. H. Tyle 
MALTA. 

John A. Tressler. 
MILES CITY. 

Geo. W. Farr. 

Cc. H. Loud. 

Sydney Sanner. 

Sharpless Walker. 
MISSOULA. 

A. L. Duncan. 

Thos. C. Marshall. 

Woody & Woody. 


NEBRASKA. 


AUBURN. 
E. Ferneau. 


AURORA. 
Chas. P. Croft. 
J. H. Grosvenor. 


John A. Whitmore. 

s3EATRICE. 

Cobbey. 

CTTY. 

Whitney. 

BR KE N BOW. 

T. Gadd. 

BU TTI 
John — A. Davies. 

COLUMBUS. 


Albert & Wagner. 


Bozarth. 
FATRBURY. 
Cc. H. Denny. 


Farrington. 


: NELIGH 





GRAND ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Maye. 
Chas. G. Ryan. 

HARTINGTON. 

H. E. Burkett. 

HASTINGS. 

R. A. Batty. 
M. A. Hartigan. 

HAYES CENTER. 

BE. BE. May. 


HEBRON. 

J. T. McCuistion. 
IMPERIAL. 

P. W. Scott. 
LEXINGTON. 

T. L. Warrington. 
LINCOLN. 

G. W. Berge. 

; es Cadwaliaéer. 

Flansburg & Wil- 

iams. 

W. B. Price. 
LONG PINE. 

J. S. Davisson. 
McCook. 

John F. Cordeal. 

Cc. E. -Eldred. 
MINDEN. 

Lewis C. Paulson. 
NEBRASKA CITY. 

W. H. Pitzer. 

John C. Watson. 


O. A. Williams. 
NEWMAN GROVE. 
H. Halderson. 


OMAHA. 
Fdward L. Bradley. 
B. G. Burbank. 


A. H. Burnett. 

H. Fischer. 

W. D. Giffin. 

T. A. Hollister. 
James FE. Kelby. 
Howard Kennedy, 


dt. 

A. lL. Knabe. 

G. E. Pritchett 

Guy R. C. Read. 

W. W. Slabaugh. 

Weaver & Giller. 
PENDER. 

Curtis L. Day. 
PLATTSMOUTH. 

M. Archer. 

D. O. Dwyer. 
SCOTT'S BLUFF. 

L. L. Raymond, 
SOTTTTT OMAHA. 

E. T. Farnsworth. 
TEKAMAH. 


James A. Clark. 


NEVADA. 


DAYTON. 
Baker & Miller. 
GOLDFIFLD. 
. la Foley. 
Jno. F. Kunz. 
Lewis H. Rogers. 
PIOCHE 
Chas. Lee 
RENO. 
J. B. Dixon. 
J. M. Frame. 
Frank D. Ring. 
TONOPAH. 
Mark R. 


Horsey. 


Averill. 


Bartlett & Thatcher. 


P. E. Keeler. 
Morris & McCarran. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
BERLIN. 

ich & Marble. 

R. E. Walker. 
MANCHESTER. 

Burnham, Brown, 

Jones & Warren. 

Nelson Leach. 

R. J. Peaslee. 

D. A. Taggart. 





NASHUA. 
E 


P. Greeley. 


WHITEFIELD. 


E. M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 


ATLANTIC CITY. 


Isaac H. Nutter. 
Louis A. Repetto. 


BRIDGETON. 


Walter H. Bacon. 


CAMDEN. 


Powell K. Martin. 
EAST ORANGE. 


r 


Wm. S. Stuhr. 
JERSEY CITY. 


Miss Mary Malloy. 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALAMOGORDO. 
Byron Sherry. 
ALBUQUERQUE 
F. W. Clancy. 
O. N. Marron. 
H. F. Raynolds. 
CARLSBAD. 

D. G. Grantham. 
CARRIZOZO. 

Geo. W. Hall. 
DEMING. 

Ralph C. Elv. 

R. F. Hamilton. 

a R. Waddell. 
LAS VEGAS. 

Geo. H. Hunker. 
PORTALES. 


ROSWELL 
D. W. Elliott 
SANTA 


T. B. Catron. 
SILVER CITY. 

A. H. Harllee. 

F. W. Vellacott. 

Perey Wilson. 

Frank J. Wright. 


NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. 
George Lawyer. 


BROOKLYN. 
Mortimer L. Hinch- 
man. 
Harry Ruttger. 
BUFFALO. 
Adelbert Moot. 
SANANDAIGUA. 
iL. & Ball. 
DUNKIRK. 
Elton D. Warner. 
ELMIRA. 
Alexander C. 
Eustace. 
GREENWICH. 
Wm. C. Maynard. 


ITHACA. 
Fitch H. Stephens. 
JAMAICA. 
J. H. Denenholz. 
MINEOLA. 
Eugene W. 
NEW BURGH. 
A. H. F. Seeger. 
NEW YORK CITY. 
K. R. Babbitt. 
Baggott & Ryall. 
A. H. Burroughs. 
Henry K. Davis. 
Hon. D. M. Delmas. 


Denton. 


Emmett Crosby. 
HOBOKEN. 


Collins & Corbin. 
NEWARK. 

John R. Emery. 

Col. E. L. Price. 

Philemon Woodruff. 
PLAINFIELD 

Edward Q. Keasbey. 
TRENTON 





NEW YORK CITY. 
Melville Egleston. 
Walter H. Liebmann. 
Arthur L. Livermore. 

ROCHESTER. 





D. A. Pierce. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


APEX. 
Percy J. Olive. 
ASHEVILLE. 


Louis M Bourne. 
J C. Martin. 

Geo. A. Safford. 

Fred. W. Thomas. 
( = ARLOTTE. 

T. Sanders. 

zr. U. Simmons. 
DURHAM. 

W. Pp. Cannady. 
FAIRMONT. 
James L. Telfair. 


e Coor. 
+RE E ‘NSBORO. 
Wm. P. Bynum, Jr. 
Robt. M. Douglas. 
N. L. Eure. 
Robert R. King. 
Geo. H. Mitchell. 
Thomson & Hoyle. 
HILLSBORO. 
Frank Nash. 
RALEIGH. 
John E. Hinsdale. 
D. P. Lane. 
Geo. L. Lane, Jr. 
Douglass & Sykes. 
ROCKINGHAM. 
. S. Dockery. 
Ss AL TISBURY. 
Burton Craige. 
James H. Horah. 
WASHINGTON. 
A. D. MacLean. 
WHITEVILLE 
J. q Williamson. 
WAYNESVILLE. 
W. J. Hannah. 
WILSON. 

F. S. Hassell. 
WINSTON-SALEM. 
David H. Blair. 
A. R. Bridgers. 
John §S. Fitts. 

B. C. Tavis. 
YADKINVILLE. 
F. W. Haynes. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


ALEXANDER. 

Robert Norheim. 
AMBROSE. 

Baker & 
BEACH. 

Geo. H. Purchase. 
BISMARCK. 

Geo. W. Newton. 
BOTTINEAU. 

E. C. Bowen. 

John J. Murphy. 
BOW BELLS. 

Geo. H. Gijersten. 
CASSELTON. 

J. F. Callahan. 
cS ROSBY. 

Geo. Cudhie. 
DICKINSON. . 

Thos. H. Pugh. 
EN SDE RLIN. 

A. Kvello. 


E p PING. 
Wingerd. 


H, P. 
FARGO. 
W. H.'Barnett. 
A. A. Bruce. 
Arthur W. Cupler. 
A. T. Cole. 
Jno. D. Farrand. 
Aubrey Lawrence. 
FESSENDEN. 
P. H. Woodward. 


Brace. 
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FLAXTON. 
B. Nelson. 


GRAND FORKS. 
Geo. A. Bangs. 
T. R. Bangs. 
Bronson & 

JAMESTOWN. 
John Kanuf. 
James A. Murph 
Oscar J. Seiler. 

KENMARE. 

Gray & Gray. 

LANGDON. 

J. G. Johnson. 
Geo. M. Price. 

LARIMORE. 

Saml. 

LINTON. 
H. 


Chance. 


2 


J. Radcliffe. 


. A. Armstrong. 


LISBON. 
Cc. O. Heckle. 
MINOT. 


Percy S. Crewe. 


wreenleaf & Leigh- 


ton. 

PEMBINA. 

H. B. Spiller. 
RUGBY. 

L. N. Torson. 
STANLEY. 

F. W. Burke. 
STEEL 
F. Smith. 
LLEY CITY. 
Theodore S 

land. 

H. Winterer. 
WILLISTON. 

\aron J. Bessie. 


Vv 


7 


3 


Lind- 


Greenleaf & Fisk. 


YORK. 
J. E. meCarthy. 


OHIO. 


ROWLING GREEN. 


P. J. Chase, 
BRYAN, 
Charles 
CANTON. 
Osear M. 
John 
Lynch & Day. 
CINCINNATI. 
Henry Baer. 


E. Scott. 


Abt. 


Hoffman, Bode & 
a. 


Blon 


Armstrong. 


Le 


Bureh & Johnson. 


Louis J. Dolle. 
A. A. Ferris. 


Ww L. Herrlinger. 


Thornton M. Hinkle. 


Louis J. Hoppe. 
Hosea & Knight. 
Johnson & Levy. 
Mackoy & Macko 
EK. C. Pyle. 
Ernst Rehm. 
Hon. C. D. Rober 
son 


y. 


t- 


Hon. "Jacob Schro- 
der. 


G. A. Shrague. 
EF. W. Strong. 

James B. Swing 
Cc. J. Van Fleet. 


CLEVELAND. 


Brady & Dowling. 


T. H. Bushnell. 
F. E. Dellenbaug 
John W. Hannon. 
F. L. Hessenmue 
F. A. Hruska. 
Cc. A. Judson. 

W. C. Rogers. 

H. G. Schaibly. 
Squire, Sanders 

Dempsey. 


h. 


ller. 


& 











CLEVELAND. 
J. C. Stineman. 
Francis J. Wing. 


COLUMBUS. 
Arnold, Morton & 
Irvine. 
Hon. J. L. Price. 
Pugh & Pugh. 
DAYTON. 
Frank S. Breene. 
John W. Kreitzer. 
ELYRIA. 
D. J. Nye. 
FINDLAY. 
F. E. Hurley. 
HAMILTON. 
Edgar A. Belden. 
aw tg 
. R. Johnson. 


Lamenten. 
John G. Reeves. 

LIMA. 
D. J. Cable. 

Cc. L. Fess. 


LONDON. ° 


Bruce P. Jones. 

R. H. McCloud. 
MARIETTA. 

Cc, T. O’Neill. 
MARION. 

G. E. Mouser. 
OTTAWA. 

Bailey & Leasure. 
RAVENNA. 

W. J. Beckley. 
SIDNEY. 

Chas. C. Marshall. 
SPRINGFIELD. 


Cc. S. Olinger 

W. M. Rockel. 
TOLEDO. 

J. Q. Adams. 

Louis Bartlett. 

oO. S. Brumback. 


Fell & Schaal. 

Jno. A. Krance. 

Southard & South- 
ard. 

YOUNGSTOWN. 

Geo. F. Arrell. 

Theodore A. John- 
son. 


OKLAHOMA. 
AD 


A. 
B. H. Epperson. 
AFTON. 


Mason & Bland. 
ALTUS. 

Guy P. Horton. 
ANADARKO. 

C. Ross Hume. 
APACHE. . 

Robt. W. Godbey. 


ar. 
J. B. Champion. 
FE. A. Howard. 
M. F. Winfrey. 
Davis, Freeman & 
Anderton. 
Potter, Bowman & 
Potter. 
ATOKA. 
W. S. Farmer. 
Humphreys & 
craft. 
J. G. Ralls. 

Cc. B. Weeks. 
BARTLESVILLE. 
B. B. Foster. 
Tom George. 
Samuel G. Magee. 

BIXBY. 
l.. H. Taylor. 
LACKWELL. 
John S. Burger. 
W. C. Teterick. 


Ash- 





BOYNTON. 
R. E. Grason. 


BqogEn ARROW. 
J. S. Severson. 


CHANDLER. 
Decker —* Decker. 
Owen & Nuley 


CHECOTAH. 

Ben. D. Gross. 

J. B. Lucas. 
CHICKASHA. 

F. E. Riddle. 

J. H. Venable. 

Welborne & Mc- 

Calla. 

CLAREMORE. 

Jas. M. Blackford. 

H. Jennings. 

Moody & Meyer. 
CLINTON. 

A. J. Welch. 
CORDELL. 

Burnette & Beets. 
COWETA. 


W. A. Brigham. 


CHEROKEE. 

W. L. Owen. 
DUNCAN. 

Robert Burns. 
DURANT. 

J. M. Crook. 

J. Q. A. Harrod. 

Hatchett & Fergu- 

son. 

W. E. 
ENID. 

H. Blasdell 

Cc. Pp. Fillebrown. 

Cc. H. Parker. 

J. C. Roberts. 

W. Ss. Whittinghill 
EUFAULA 

John R. “McBeth. 
FORT GIBSON. 

E. H. Ortman. 
FREDERICK. 

Ahern, Dial & Mc- 

Daniel. 

GAGE. 

L. E. 
GEARY. 

A. W. Johnson 
GROVE. 

Ad. V. Coppage. 
GUTHRIE. 

Jno. F. Anderson. 

S. T. Bledsoe. 

Brown S Brown. 

Fred S. Caldwell. 

Rh. F. Garrett. 


Utterback. 


Moyer. 


Fred. W. Green 
Ss. W. Hayes. 
W. B. Herod. 


\delbert Hughes. 
Thos. G. Jones. 
M. J. Kane. 

F. H. McGuire. 


B. A. Mintoyne. 
Chas. West. 
Remy & Hegem. 


E. I. Saddler. 
Hie NNESSEY. 

Lee M. Gray. 
HOBART. 

Hon. Jas. R. 
HOLDENVILLE. 

W. P. Langston. 

J. Erle Red. 

Walker, 

Hurst. 

HUGo. 

T. O. Nelson. 

Geo. 

Gaylord R. Wilcox. 

Willis & Works. 
INDI. \HOMA. 

W. E. Billups. 
KIEFER. 

J. B. Robinson. 


Tolbert. 


McCawley & 


W. Richardson. 


| KINGFISHER. 
John Bradley, Jr. 


D. K. Cunningham. 
ivier & Lewis. 
KIOWA. 


J. M. Johnson. 


LAHOMA. 
Arthur A. 


Law oom. 
Alvin Campbell. 
Ss. M. Cunningham. 
Louis Davis. 
H. C. Hammonds. 
H. W. Hanna. 
Amil H. Japp. 
M. T. Perkins. 
L. P. Ross. 

L r. HIG H. 

E. B. Cutler. 


LINDSAY. 
F. E. Rice. 
McALESTER. 
G. L. Andrews. 
Boyd & Moore. 
T. Dick Davis. 
Benedict Elder. 
Geo. Fitzpatrick. 
W. Hayes Fuller. 
S. Guerrier. 
H. Augustus Guess. 
Lester 
A. C. Marklay. 
R. H. Matthews. 
Hon. C. B. Stuart. 
Robert H. Tarter. 
MADILL. 
F. E. Kennamer. 
MUSKOGEE. 
Percival Adams. 
De Roos Bailey. 
M. G. Bailey. 
Brook & Frook. 
Brown & Stewart. 
Irwin Donovan 
N. A. Gibson. 
Edward C. Griesel. 
} W. D. Halfhill. 
| Hart & O'Tiare. 
| W. T. Hutchings. 
Archie V. Jones. 
Charles B. Law. 
| Cornelius J. Jones. 
J. H. Lilley. 
D. C. Morrison. 
Gordon J. Murray. 
A. S. McRea 
N. B. Maxey. 
John B. Meserve. 
D. H. Morgan. 
Kenneth S. Murchi- 


Stull. 





son. 
Geo. S. Ramsey. 
S. R. Taylor. 
M. A. Thompson. 
W. H. Twine. 
H. T. Walker. 
John Watkins. 
John S. Whitt. 
NEWKIRK. 
J. L. Robertson. 


NORMAN. 
J. D. Grigsby. 
Ben. F. William, Jr. 
OKEMAH. 
J. C. Wright. 
ae ar CITy. 
E. Brown. 
fonts Bulow. 
Burwell, Crockett 
Johnson. 
J. M. Dodson. 
A. T. Earley. 
Flwood & Brasted. 
Chas. R. Engieke. 
M. Fulton. 
ernest L. Green. 
Wm. Harrison. 
S. J. Holliday. 
Horton & Muster. 
J. D. F. Jennings. 
T. W. Johnson. 
A. Kleinschmidt 
Laws & Kelley. 





~: 





& Hammond. 


& 
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OKLAHOMA CITY. 
H. A. Kroeger. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
Maupin & Maupin. 
Curtis M. Oakes. 
Le Roy Paddock. 
J. H. Ready. 
Edward E. 
Geo. F. Robertson. 
Robt. A. Rogers. 
J. S. Ross. 
J. R. Spielman. 
W. R. Taylor. 
Taylor and Lynch. 
Ed. S. Vaught. 
D. B. Welty. 
Lee F. Wilson. 
H. R. Winn. 


OKMULGEE. 
Mark, L. Bozarth. 
B. T. Buchanan. 

J. A. Calloway. 
snese J. Farrar. 
L. P. Garrett. 
Chas. oo Phelps. 


Stanford & Buckner. 


Orlando Swain. 


A. W. Whitfield. 
PAULS VALLEY. 

John M. Stanley. 
PAW HUSKA. 

2. E. Grinstead. 

a Cc. Hargis. 


Preston A. Shinn. 
H. P. White. 


PERRY. 
Chas. R. Bostick. 
Henry §. Johnson. 
H. A. Smith. 


POTEAU. 

Malcolm E. Rosser. 

R. P. White. 
PRYOR. 

B. Kirkpatrick. 
PRYOR CREEK. 

A. L. Battinfield. 
PURCELL 

J. W. Hocker. 
RYAN. 

Cc. E. Davis. 
SAPULPA. 

R. B. Thompson. 

W. G. FPairchild. 
7 oat ig CK. 

. B. Thompson. 

waaae NEE. 

Stanard. & Wahl. 
STIGLER. 

Joseph W. 
STILWELL. 
A. E. Ivey. 
R. ¥. Nance. 
H. Winsor. 
SULPHUR. 

Geo. M. Nicholson. 
TAHLEQUAH. 

E. C. Grisel. 

Hon. J. T. Park. 
TECUMSEH. 

Frederick King. 
TULSA, 

Aby & Tucker. 

Harry Campbell. 

Carroll & Walker 

F. O. Cavitt. 

J. R. Clark. 

G. L. Harnage. 

Harris & Lynch. 

BE. E. Harvey. 

Leed & Martindale. 

Carl C. Magee. 

Patrick M. Malloy. 

Randolph & Haver. 

Chas. T. Reuter. 

Cc. B. Rogers. 

Cc. J. Wrightsman. 
VINITA. 

Addis A. Brown. 

Anselan Buchanan. 

E. J. Hobdy. 

W. H. Kornegay. 

Paul F. Mackey. 


Foster. 


Reardon. 


VINITA. 
O. D. Neville. 
William T. Rye. 
W. M. Simms. 
D. H. Wilson. 


WAGONER. 
Leon B. Fant. 
J. W. Selp. 

J. L. Spousler. 


WATONGA. 
F. J. Bonesteel. 


w 7 WOKA. 
J. O. Davis. 
J. Coody Johnson. 
WOODWARD. 
D. P. Marum. 
Sherman M. Smith. 
Charles Swindall. 


OREGON. 


BAKER CITY. 
Jos. J. Heilner. 
Cc. A. Johns. 
CANYON CITY. 
Cattanach & Wood. 
Leedy & Patterson. 


CONDON. 
Jay Bowerman. 
COQUILLE. 


Cc. R. Barrow. 
A. J. Sherwood. 
CORVALLIS. 
McFadden & 
son. 
a. F. 
DRAIN, 
Claude W. 
ELGIN. 
L. Denham. 
ENTERPRISE. 
J. A. Burleigh. 
LUGENE. 
A. C. Woodcock. 
oun’ PASS. 
. C. Hale. 
“a GR ANDE. 
Colon R. Eberhard. 


NORTH BEND. 
A. H. Derbyshire. 
on™ GON CITY. 

c. Brownéll. 
Sanaa E. Hedges. 
ad D. & D. Cc. La- 

tourette. 

VENDLETON. 
Will M. Peterson. 
Winter & Collier. 


PORTLAND. 
Beach & Simon. 
W. L. Boise. 
J. F. Boothe. 
W. C. Bristol. 
W. W. Cotton. 
Wm. Foley. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
Arthur Longguth. 
John A. Latourette. 
Geo. P. Lent. 
John McCourt. 
Newton McCoy. 
T. B. McDevitt, Jr. 
W. R. McGarry. 
Herbert Marx. 
Wm. T. Muir. 
Chester G. Murphy. 
O. A. Neak. 
Sanderson 
Wm. Reid. 
H. H. Riddell. 
Geo. J. Schnabel. 
J. F. Shelton. 
TI. N. Smith. 
J. O. Stearns. 
McCants Stewart. 
B. D. ce ge 
Hon. Lionel R. eb- 

ster. 


Bry- 
Yates. 


Devore. 


Reed. 


PORTLAND. 

F. H. Whitfield. 

R. W .Wilbur. 
ROSEBURG. 

A. N. Orcutt. 

J. O. Watson. 
ST. JOHNS. 

H. E. Collier 


SALEM. 
P. H. D'Arcy. 


TILLAMOOK. 
H. T. Botts. 
Webster Holmes. 


"ALE. 
Wheeler & Hurley. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


CLEARFIELD. 


Hon. Singleton Bell. 


DANVILLE. 
James Scarlet. 
Fr < ANKLIN. 
. H. Osmer. 
m2. CASTLE. 
J. Norman Martin. 
PHILADELPHIA. 
Wm. A. Gretzinger. 
Thomas B. Harned. 
John E. Kenny. 
Louis P. Kooken. 
W. W. Smithers. 
Axel Teisen. 
PITTSBURG. 
J. McF. Carpenter. 
Geo. Shiras, Jr. 
Watterson & Reid. 
YORK. 
N. Sargent Ross. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS, 


MANILA. 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Gibbs & Gale. 

Hon. Charles s. Lo- 
bingier. 
Chas. H. Smith. 


PORTO RICO. 


PONCE. 
Francisco 
Capo. 
SAN JUAN. 
Jas. anderson, Jr. 


Para 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Geo. T. Brown. 


James Cc. Collins, Jr. 


Cooney & Cahill. 
Thos. Z. 


ee 
William #H. McSoley. 


John L. Maroney 
Chas. H. Page. 
Fred. Rueckert. 


Nathan H. Truman. 
WOONSOCKET. 
John J. Heffernan. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


AIKEN 
Herbert E. 
ANDERSON. 
B. F. Martin. 
BAMBURG. 
J. F. Carter. 
H. M. Graham. 


Gyles. 








BENNETTSVILLE. 
McCall & McCall, 


CHARLESTON. 
Logan &. Grace. 
Henry A. M. Smith. 


COLUMBIA. 
Barrow, Moore & 
Barrow. 
G. Duncan Bollinger. 
Barnard B. Evans. 
W. Boyd Evans. 
Graham & Sturkie. 
Lyles & Lyles. 
Frank P. McCain. 
Nelson & Nelson. 
W. P. Tillinghast. 
DARLINGTON. 
Robert Macfarlan. 
J. Monroe Spears. 


EDGEFIELD. 
J. Wm. Thurmond. 


FLORENCE. 

D. Gordon Baker. 

Charles E. Early. 

Willcox & Willcox. 
GREENVILLE. 

H. J. Haynsworth. 

J. J. McSwain. 

J. Robt. Martin. 
LAURENS. 

Dial & Todd. 

T. C. Turner, Jr. 
MANNING. 

Charlton Du Rout. 
SALUDA. 

Cc. J. Ramage. 
SPARTANBURG. 

Horace L. * a acu 
ST. GEHORG 

Walker oy Uttsey. 
SUMTER. 

M. J. Frederick. 

Haynsworth & 

Haynsworth. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 
Taubman, William- 
son & Herreid. 
BELLE FOURCHE. 
A. H. Maxwell. 
CLARK. 
Oliver H. Ames. 
DALLAS. 
Geo. A. Jeffers. 
DEADWOOD. 
James A. George. 
DELL RAPIDS. 
G. R. Krause. 
GEDDES. 
E. Tipton. 
HURON. 
A. K. Gardner. 
VA. 
Carl F. Clement. 


LEAD. 
Chambers Kellar. 
MADISON. 

J. H. Williamson. 
MILBANK. 

Thomas L. Bouck. 
PIPRRE. 

Charles E. De Land. 
RAPID CITY. 

Frank D. Bangs. 


. D. G. Thomas. 
naa 
Wm. Issenhuth. 
Cc. D. Sterling. 
— X FALLS. 
F. R. Aikens. 
Cc. O. Bailey. 
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SIOUX FALLS. 

Cc. P. Bates. 

Martin Bergh. 

Jones & Matthew. 
SISSETON. 

Howard Babcock. 
Vv r; RMIL LION. 

J. Gunderson. 

hae L. Jolley. 
WEBSTER. 

Sears & Potter. 


TENNESSEE. 


ASHLAND CITY 
Jas. H. Frazier. 
CARTHAGE. 
lL. A. Ligon. 
CHATTANOOGA. 
M. H. Clift. 
S. M. Chambliss. 


Coleman & Frierson. 
Fleming & Shepherd. 


Geo. D. Lancaster. 
Joe V. Williams. 
COLUMBIA. 
J. H. Dinning. 
COOKEVILLE. 
D. L. Lansden. 
K oe ILLE. 
A. Atchley. 
om wis M. G. Baker. 
Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 
Thos. J. Cline. 
John W. Green. 
Norman B. Morrell. 
D. W. Perkins. 
Pickle, Turner & 
Kennerly. 
Karl Ed. Steinmetz. 
Jas. B. Wright. 
MEMPHIS. 
Geo. G. Alban. 
Banks & Harrelson. 


Bates & Monteverde. 


Biggs & Evans. 
H. R. Boyd. 

R. C. Brown. 
Brown & Anderson. 
A. S. Buchanan. 
T. L. Campbell. 
J. W. Canada. 

R. P. Cary. 

Paul Chambers. 
Walter C. Chandler. 
S. I. Cockroft. 
John W. Farley. 
Z. N. Estes 

a TF itzhugh. 
A. B. Galloway. 
Rowan A. Greer. 
M. R. Harwood. 
Sam Holloway. 
Kelley & Hunt. 
J. N. Lewis. 

\. J. McDonald. 
R. E. Malden. 

R. E. Manogue 


Cc. W. Metcalf. 
A. H. Murray. 
Percy & Hughes. 


Israel H. Peres. 


R. H. Prescott. 
B. W. Richards 
E. | ee Riddick. 


Thos. M. Scruggs 

Flovd Turley. 

F. Zimmermann. 
MILAN. 

J P. Rhode s. 
NASHVILLE. 


G. F. Anderson. 

Sloss DPD. Baxter. 
F. B. Harrison. 
R. B. C. Howell. 
R. L. Mayfield. 

J. P. Rhines. 


W. D. Covington. 
Lawrence & Son. 
Nolen & Slemons. 
J. I. Pendleton. 
Edward J. Smith. 


ve, 





NASHVILLE. 
R. T. Smith. 


Claude Waller. 
Wright & Wright. 
TRENTON. 


Sid R. Clark. 
UNION CITY. 

wannon & Stanfield. 

W. H. Swiggart. 
WINCHESTER. 

Geo. E. Banks. 

Crownover & Crab- 

tree. 


TEXAS. 


AMARILLO. 

C. B. Reeder. 

J. H. Synnot. 

Thos. F. Turner. 
ANGLETON. 

F. S. Phillips. 
ANSON. 

Jas. P. Stinson. 
AUGUSTA. 

Porter Newman. 


AUSTIN. 
D. W. Doom. 
S. R. Fisher. 


zee Frisby. 

L. Peeler. 

M. Rowland. 
BATESVILLE. 

Geo. C. Herman. 
BEAUMONT. 

George D. 

Thos. N. Hill. 

Hon. W. H. Pope. 
BEEVILLE. 

Thos. M. Cox. 

J. Cc. Dougherty. 
BELTON. 

Arthur M. 
BIG SANDY. 

I. D. Fowler. 

J. P. Hart. 
BROWNFIELD. 

W. R. Spencer. 
BUFFALO. 

Jno. A. Newsom. 
CANYON CITY. 

Walter E. Cranford. 
CHILLICOTHE. 

Elbert 8S. Kruse. 
CORPUS CHRISTI. 

O. H. E. Kramer. 
CORSICANA. 


ashlee 


L. B. Cobb. 

Woods & Kerr. 
DALLAS. 

Burgess & Burgess. 

T. L. Camp. 

L. T. Carpenter. 


Cocke & Cocke. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
M. R. Ferguson 
Finley, Knight & 
Harris. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
A. J. McCauley. 
Wm. M. Jones. 
Harry T. Lawther. 
Hiram F. Lively. 
Lively, Nelms & 
Adams. 
D. H. Morrow. 
Meador & Davis. 
Muse & Allen. 
Jav M. Overstreet. 
J. C. Patton. 
H. W. Peck. 
Nelson Phillips. 
George A. Robert- 
son. 
U. F. Short. 
Wm. Thompson. 
Walker & Williams. 
Albert W. Webb. 
A. S. Wells 


\nderson. 


Monteith. 


DALLAS. 
Whitehurst & 
Whitehurst. 


Wiley & Boskett. 
Louis Wilson. 
DECATUR. 
Ratliff & 
DE we 

A. G. Barnes. 
H. H. Cummins. 
J. H. Randell. 
DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan. 
-EL PASO. 
R. V. Bowden. 
Volney M. Brown. 
W. W. Bridgers. 
Thomas M. Jones. 
Moore & Moore. 
Joseph M. Nealon. 
Turney & Burgess. 
FORT WORTH. 
Pete Arnold. 
Baskin, Dodge & 


Ratliff. 


James Gilford 
Browning. 
Capps & Canty. 
H. M. Chapman. 
John H. HEaton. 
A. A. Henderson. 
W. D. House. 
Ray Hunter. 
H. C. McCart. 
McCoulsky. 
seo. Q. McGown. 
W. P. McLean. 
Meador, Davis & 
Dedmon. 
Mothershead & 
Rector. 
John L. Poulter. 
Marshall Spoonts. 
Tandy & Hosey. 
James N. Wilkerson. 
W. W. Wilkinson. 
Ike A. Wynn. 
V. K. Wedgeworth 
John W. Wray. 
GALVESTON. 
Harris & Harris. 
M. E. Kleberg 
Mart H. Roy “ston. 
James B. & Charles 
J. Stubbs. 
John T. Wheeler. 
HALLETTSVILLE. 
Charles Fertsch. 
my ae HILL. 
F. Goodrich. 
oe. ae. FORD. 
Knight & Slaton. 
W. H. Russell. 
HOLLAND. 
J. Mayhall 
TIOUSTON. 
Baker, Botts, Park- 
er & Garwood. 
W. S. Barrett. 
A. L. Beatty. 
J. B. Brockman. 
M. H. Broyles. 
E. T. Chew. 
H. J. Dannenbaum. 
Ewing & Ring. 
Ford, Crawford & 
Ford. 
J. M. Gibson. 
Harris & Harris. 
Hogg, Gill & Jones. 
Wm. Lee Jackson. 
Anselm H. Jayne. 
O. C. Millard. 
E. B. Mentz. 
L. B. Moody. 
Jno. W. Parker 
JACKSBORO. 
Thos. D. Sporer. 
KAUFMAN. 
Jed. C. Adams. 
LIVINGSTON. 








Hill & Hill. 





LONGVIEW 
E. M. Bramlette 
LUFKIN 
a. Ee Townsend. 


MARSHALL. 
M. B. Parchman., 


MIDLAND. 

Graham B. Smedey 
ORANGE. 

E. L. Bruce. 
PALESTINE. 

P. W. Brown. 
PECOS. 

T. J. Hefner. 

McKenzie & 
SAN ANGELO. 

Cc. E. Dubois. 
SAN ANTONIO. 

Robert L. Ball. 

R. A. Campbell. 

Charles Dittmar. 

Yale Hicks. 

R. P. Ingrum. 


Brady 


Shook & Vanderhoe- 


ven. 

. B. Storey. 

Mi: ason Williams. 
SAN MARCOS. 

Will G. Barber. 
SHERMAN. 

Jos. L. Cobb. 
SOUTH HOUSTON 
A. E. Dawes. 
STEPHENVILLE. 

B. E. Cook. 
SWEETWATER. 

Harry R. Bondies 
TEMPLE. 

W. S. Banks. 
TEXARKANA. 
Fr. M. Ball. 
Thomas N. 
J. W. Hillman. 
UVALDE. 
WwW. 


D. Love. 
VE RN‘ N. 
F. P. McGhee. 
WACO 
D. A. Kelley. 


Joseph P. Nalley 

W. M. Sleeper. 

John G. Wtuter. 
WHARTON. 

H. A. Cline. 


UTAH. 


LOGAN. 
J. Cc. Walters. 
MILFORD. 
Geo. B. 
MURRAY. 
David W. 
OGDEN. 
J. E. Bagley. 
V. Gideon. 
Charles R. 
worth. 

J. D. Skeen. 
SALT LAKE CITY. 
Everard Bierer, Jr. 
Booth & Lee. 
W. Bramel. 


Greenwood. 


Moffatt. 


Hollings 


E. B. Critchlow. 
cc € ey. 
Frank J. Gustin 


H. R. Macmillan. 

Hon. Thos. Marion- 
eaux. 

Cc. W. Morse. 

Allen T. Sanford 

Benner X. Smith. 

Waldemar Van Cott 

Whittemore & Cher- 
rington. 

VERNAL. 


Thos. W. O’Donnell. 


Graham. 








YiIM 
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VERMONT. WASHINGTON, VANC a 
ANCOUVER. WHEELING. 
a Edgar M. Swan. Geo kh. E 
BARRE. \BERDEEN. WAI , Se eet 
" t ALLA WALLA. W. E. Krupp. 
S. Hollister Jackson. E. H. Fox. Oscar Cain. McCamic & Clarke 
BELLOWS FALLS. CHEWELAH | WW. H. Dunphy. C. B. Morris. 
Almon T. Bolles. i th cnn Fimatier ates, A. J. Porter, 
C. ef. Williame. — yy wl 4 Da: WILLIAMSON 
INR WT eynolds. : . 
BETHEL. at ag F.. B. Sharpstein. John J. Hamrick. 
Wallace Batchelder. a . Cooley. John F. Watson. WISE. 
CHELSEA. Coleman & ‘Fogarty. WENATCHEE. Wm. F. Staggers. 
Hon. Geo. L. Stow. John B. Johnston. Reeves & Reeves. 

HARWWICK. KENNEWICK. WISCONSIN 
Hon. W. O. Tavlor Humphrey & Cole. paces “ 
MONCTON. WEST VIRGINIA. 

~ So G. O. Davi 

E. My re acy - 4 és S. —~ ‘4 
y. Sage eee at ASHLAND. 
MONTPELIER — bag gy BLUEFIELD. Allan T. Pray. 
John H. Senter. a es wes John Kee. BERLIN. 
' MT. VERNON. BORDERLAND. Perry Niskern 
MORRISVILLE. Augustus Brawley. John J. Hamrick . r j 
Hon. Geo. M. Powers. NORTH YAKIMA But te oma aRE ; EAU CLAIRE. 
NOF { YAKIMA. BUCKHANNON. W. H. Frawley. 
RUTLAND. Ira P. Englehart. Wm. S. O'Brien. GRAND RAPIDS 
John S. Buttles. OLYMPIA. CHARLESTON. Goggins & Brazeau 
Peter F. McManus. Thomas M. Vance Chilton, McCorkle HUDSON tial 
ST. JOHNSBURY PORT TOWNSEND. & Chilton. Baker & Have 
Harry Blodgett. U. D. Gnagey. Hon. Wm. M. O. Scbieansane 
VERGENNES PUYALLUP a sy 
ae ——— Me —< .% Mollohan, McClintic John Cunningham. 
- . zenman. & Matthews. . W. Reeder. 
REPUBL IC. J. H. Nash. KENOSHA. ~— 
Chas. P. Bennett. T. G. Nutter. Calvin Stewart. 
VIRGINIA. SEATTLE. Price, Smith, Spil- LA CROSSE. 
Geo. F. Aust. man & Clay. | Geo. H. Gordon 
Andrew R. Black. Hon. Ira E. Robin- * Fred. H. Hartwell 
2 Edward Brady. son. Se Higbee ; 
ABINGTON. Vivian M. Carkeek. Joseph Ruffner. James Thompson 
H. Emory Widener. Pp. P. Carroll. Simms, Enslow & sacle sted 
. , a Alders MADISON. 
BIG STONE GAP John T. Gondon. Alderson. R. Berry 
R. A Ayers : : Chas. J. Dobbs. M. F. Stiles. Ho % eo iki 
~ A Ss. i 2 a. ereemes n. J. C. Kerwin. 
’ is, John W. Dolby. ELKINS. Ww. A. P ; 
CHARLOTTESVILLE. H. T. Granger. W. HK. Maxwell. IM ‘Gal Morris. 
Daniel Harman. James A. Haight. FAIRMONT TC Rich 
CLINT WOOD. K. H. A. Hastings. W. Scott. eas chmond. 
M. L. Senter. James B. Howe. gn : . MANITOWOC. 
DANVILLE Jenner & Williams. FALLING SPRINGS. Emil Baensch. 
. M. Aiken John 8. Jury. T. W. Ayres. MERRILL. 
Peatross & Harris z. —— pea te GLEN JEAN. K. B. Runke. 
s. Tred. . Lysons. rt Essex rATTIC RR 
E MPORIA. Thos. B. MacMahon Robert Essex. MILWAUKEE. 

. C. Pal ee ‘ HUNTINGTON. Alfred L. Cary. 

. C. ulmer McClure & McClure. : Re " 
*AIRFAX Heber McHugh R. L. Blackwood. Jos. EB. Cordes. 
_— owe , 5 utarthabans W. K. Cowden. Joseph B. Doe. 

n 8. Barbour. Ww. F. Meier. Marcum, Marcum & Froede & Bodenstab. 
' GLOU CESTER POINT. Cah F. Munday _Shepherd. Nathan Glicksman. 
Robt. S. Rives rR. D s to _— Simms & Enslow. G. R. Hoffman. 
HAMPTON. = heen Cc. S. Welch. R. B. Mallory. 
A. Lewis Fred H. Peterson. Wyatt & Graham. Chas. D. Mann. 
LF RANON Z. B. Rawson. KEYSER. ener. ee. 
Cyrus H Smithd Ralph Simon. W. _H. Griffith. Miter, HOyes 
Pees I. Smithdeal J. K. Staggers. Miler. 
MANCHESTER. SNOHOMISH  arernmianiea D. BE. Mowry. 
Lawrence P. Pool M. J. MeGuinness ‘ Tohn aaa + - N. B. Neelen. 
NEWPORT NEWS SOUTH REND. ; V. Arbuckle. Nath Pereles & Sons 
Rassett & Walker "BE. H. Wright. MORGANTOWN. J. E. Roehr. 
W. B. Colonna. SPOKANE Hon. Chas. E. Hors. W. B. Rubin. 
BE. S. Robinson. oe Blake. James R. Shepherd. Charles M. Scanlan. 
Stanley Scott. John M. Bunn PARKERSBURG. Ve r; be a 
A. Ll. Toliver. F. W. Dewart. Wm. Beard. ana YA Career. » 
M. D. Wright. Hovt & Dirks Hon. J. G. McClure. See. Fae ae 
NORFOLK. B. Lindsley. F. H. McGregor. ey eee 
J. Bumene Diess oe Williams & Mc- W. N. Miller. NEILLSVILLE. 
TM Harrisoee Williams. ae =. aponasy. R. F. Kountz. 
Raymond M. Huds Harry A. Rhodes. Ve ri. terry. OSHKOSH. 
T. Catesby — P. C. Shine. a & Am»- Bouck & Hilton. 
Thos. J. Randolph. Turner & Geraghty. ek ae : Eaton & Eaton. 
Thos. W. Shelton, wACnMA. PINEVILLE. _ Hicks & Phillips. 
PORTSMOUTH. Jas. M. Ashton. one H. Gilmore. John W. Hume. 
G. W. Coleman. Chas. Bedford. \ aon gg PORTAGE. 
RICHMOND y. 8. Bisttwer. eee Gaara Daniel H. Grady. 
George Ainslie Robert M. Davis. OINT PLEASANT. William O. Kelm. 

z | Albert O. Boschen Shas * ‘oa aha a ae Edw. H. Ryan. 
George Brvyz ‘ has. 4 George. rine S. 7 Dy J IN 
I J. loa forte a & Holt. gps? ay & Som- , om WwW m ee 

‘. Wt Pattace : M. A. Langhorne. erville. . otek sn ars 
iy .* -~ 7. Walter Loveday. J. S. Spencer. RACINE. 
E . wovall, S. F. McAnally. Rankin Wiley. Wallace Ingalls. 

2. R. Williams. ; Palmer & Gitti 
Jennings C. Wise. “i Mulligan. SHINNSTON. tREDSBURG. — 
ROANOKE. z > a Nic hols Hugh M. Martin. Ed. Cc. Gottry 

C. A. McHugh. Wm. H. Pratt SPRINGFIELD. RICE LAKE. 
| Penn & Cock we ae Tee. W. F. Singhass. pee eee a 
] é e. rT. L. Stiles. : : James Robbins. 
© SUFFOLK TEKOA. ROM. Add i ratte - 
James H. Corbitt. E. A. Williams. ch ¢ ten rey eo 
lbs, . A. C. Prescott. 
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SUPERIOR. 
Geo. C. Cooper. 
Solon. L. Perrin. 
VIROQUA. = 
C.. W. Graves. 
WATERTOWN. 
Gustav Buchheit. 
John.G. Conway. 


WAUKESHA. 


Hon. M. 8S. Griswold. 


E. Merton. 
V. H. Tichenor.”* 
WEST SUPERIOR 


Crownhart & Foley. 


W. M. Steele. 
WYOMING. 

CASPER. 

Jno. B. Barnes, Jr. 

J. F. Gaskill. 
CHEYENNE. 

Gibson Clark. 

W. C. Kinkhead 
EVANSTON. 

Austin .C, Sloan. 


FOREIGN 


ARGENTINE 


REPUBLIC, 


BUENOS AYRES. 
Samuel Donavan. 
Dr. MN. P. Daract. 


AUSTRALIA, 
SLDNBEY. 


McLachlan & Murray 
AUSTRIA-HUNGARY. 


BUDAPEST. 
Dr. Imre de Pekar. 


CANADA. 


TORONTO, ONT. 
James Bicknell. 
Henry O’Brien, K. C 


CAPE OF 
GOOD HOPE. 


CAPE TOWN. 
Cc. H. Brand. 


ast 


CEYLON, 


COLOMBO. 

Julius & Creasy. 
K ANDY. 

R. W. Jonklaas. 


CHINA, 


IIONG KONG. 
Ewens & Hartston. 








CUBA. 


HAVANA. 
Robt. E. Hollings- 
worth. 


ENGLAND. 


LONDON. 
Stibbard, Gibson 
0. 


FRANCE, 


PARIS. 
Coudert Brothers. 


GERMANY. 


BERLIN. 
James H. Vickery. 


INDIA, 


BOMBAY. 
Smetham, 


syrne & 
Noble. ore 


LAHORE. 

Ss. D, Chandhri. 
MADRAS. 

J. K. Rau. 


IRELAND. 


DUBLIN. 
John L. 


Co. 


Seallan & 


ISTHMUS OF 
PANAMA, 


‘RISTOBAL. 
W. H. Carrimgton. 
ITALY. 
ROME. 
Samuel R. Honey. 
JAMAICA, 
KINGSTON. 
Vv. E. Manton. 
JAPAN, 
KOBE. 
J. Hirata. 


YOKOHAMA. 
J. E. de Becker. 











